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PREFACE 

This  dissertation  is  the  outcome  of  an  investigation  begun 
during  postgraduate  work  in  Union  Theological  Seminary  in 
a  Seminar  conducted  by  Professor  Julius  A.  Bewer.  After 
reviewing  the  adverse  criticisms  of  the  scholars  concerning 
the  Peshitta  Text  of  the  Book  of  Ezra,  and  then  carefully 
studying  the  Peshitta  itself,  I  found  that  the  value  of  the 
latter  for  textual  criticism  had  been  considerably  under- 
estimated and  as  a  result  almost  entirely  neglected.  During 
further  postgraduate  study  at  the  University  of  Basel,  I  con- 
tinued my  study  of  the  Ezra  text.  Finally,  during  the  summer 
semester  of  1922  at  the  University  of  Halle- Wittenberg,  I 
brought  this  work  to  the  point  where  I  offer  my  investiga- 
tions to  the  public. 

I  take  this  opportunity  gratefully  to  acknowledge  my  in- 
debtedness to  Professor  Richard  J.  H.  Gottheil,  and  to  Dr.  Fred- 
erick Vanderburgh  of  Columbia  University;  to  Professors 
Fagnani  and  Henry  Preserved  Smith  of  Union  Theological 
Seminary;  and  to  Professors  Duhm,  Alt,  Wernle,  and  the 
late  Friedrich  Schulthess  of  the  University  of  Basel;  and  to 
Professors  Gunkel,  Brockelmann,  Bauer,  and  Dr.  Hempel  of 
the  University  of  Halle- Wittenberg.  To  Professor  Bauer  of 
Halle  and  to  Professor  Budde  of  Marburg  I  express  deep 
appreciation  for  valuable  assistance  given  me  in  reading  the 
proof.     I   gratefully    acknowledge   my    special   indebtedness 
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to  Professor  Julius  A.  Bewer  of  Union  Theological  Seminary 
under  whose  s\'mpathetic  direction  and  inspiration  I  have 
done  all  m\'  work. 

University  of  Halle-Wittenberg  in  August  1922. 

CHARLES  ARTHUR  HAWLEY. 
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INTRODUCTION. 

The  Bible  of  the  Syriac  Church,  like  that  of  the  Alex- 
andrian (Greek),  was  the  work  of  several  translators  and  was 
made  at  different  times.  After  the  ninth  century,  Syriac  Mss.  of 
the  Old  Testament  generally  went  by  the  name  of  Peshitta. 
The  origin  of  the  Peshitta  lies  in  obscurity.  Internal  evidence 
points  to  characteristics  both  of  Jewish  and  of  Christian 
translators. 

Noldeke^  has  stated  the  facts  in  the  case  as  follows:  "Sie 
(Peschita)  zeigt,  namentlich  im  Pentateuch,  nicht  bloB  in  der 
Auffassung,  sondern  selbst  in  den  Ausdriicken  eine  ent- 
schiedene  Verwandtschaft  mit  den  Targumen,  theils  mit  den 
officiellen,  theils  mit  den  ubrigen.  Man  hat  deshalb  in  neuerer 
Zeit  auch  die  Peschita  ohne  weiteres  als  eine  jiidische  Ueber- 
setzung  beanspruchen  wollen,  aber  dagegen  sprechen  doch 
gewichtige  Griinde.  Manche  Stellen  zeigen  in  ihr  eine  ent- 
schiedene  christliche  Auffassung,  zum  Theil  in  Widerspruch 
mit  alien  sonstigen  alten  Uebersetzungen  und  in  einer  Weise, 
die  nicht  durch  nachtragliche  Interpolation  erklart  werden 
kann;  namentlich  finden  sich  solche  Stellen  im  Syrischen 
Psalter.  Ferner  ist  die  Peschita,  soweit  wir  wissen,  nie  von 
Juden  gebraucht  —  der  Verfasser  des  Targums  zu  den 
Spriichen  unterwarf  sie  erst  einer  Umarbeitung  im  jiidischen 
Sinn  — ,    wahrend   sie   stets   bei    alien    christlichen  Parteien 

I  Noldeke,  Die  Alttestamfntliche  Litfratur,  S.  262.  Cf.  also  Buhl,  Canon  and 
Text  0/  the  Old  Testament,  p.  186. 
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Syriens  als  Kircheniibersetzung  gedient  hat.  Auch  ist  der 
Dialect,  in  dem  sie  abgefasst  ist,  derselbe,  welcher  im 
syrischen  Neuen  Testament  herrscht  und  der  uberhaupt  die 
Schriftsprache  der  christlichen  Syrcr  bildet,  deren  erstes 
Monument  fiir  uns  wenigstens  eben  sie  ist,  vvahrend  vvir  keine 
jiidischen  Schriften  in  dieser  Mundart  kennen." 

Wright'  similarly  holds  that  the  Pcshitta  is  "not  impro- 
bably a  monument  of  the  learning  and  the  zeal  of  the 
Christians  of  Edessa.  Possibly  Jewish  converts,  or  even  Jews, 
took  a  part  in  it,  for  some  books  (such  as  the  Pentateuch 
and  Job)  are  very  literally  rendered  whereas  the  coincidences 
with  the  LXX  (which  are  particularly  numerous  in  the  pro- 
phetical books)  show  the  hand  of  Christian  translators  or  re- 
visers. That  Jews  should  have  had  at  any  rate  a  consultative 
share  in  this  work  need  not  surprise  us,  when  we  remember 
that  Syrian  fathers,  such  as  Aphraates,  in  the  middle  of  the 
fourth  century,  and  Jacob  of  Edessa,  in  the  latter  half  of 
the  seventh,  had  frequent  recourse,  like  Jerome,  to  the 
scholars  of  the  synagogue." 

An  example  of  purely  Jewish  translation  is  pointed  out  by 
Noldeke*:  "Eine  besondere  Stellung  nimmt  aber  die  sy  rise  he 
Uebersetzung  der  Chronik  ein.  Diese  ist  allerdings  ein  reines 
Targum.  Sie  zeigt  vielfache  Zusatze,  Umschreibungen  und 
rabbinische  Ausdeutungen:  die  Aengstlichkeit  bei  der  Ver- 
meidung  von  Anthropomorphismen  ist  hier  ganz  wie  in 
den  Targumen.  Den  rein  jiidischen  Character  zeigt  die  Stelle 
I.  Chron.  52,  wo  es  heisst:  "aus  Juda  wird  hervorgehen 
der  Konig  Messias";  wer  diesen  Zusatz  gemacht  hat,  fiir 
den  war  doch  Christus  noch  nicht  gekommen.  Bei  diesem 
wenig  gelesenen  Buche  haben  die  Syrer  also  ein  jiidisches 
Targum  arglos  iibernommen." 

1  Wright,  Syrtac  Literature,  p.  3. 

2  Noldeke,  AL,  S.  263  f. 
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The  antiquity  of  the  Peshitta  has  long  been  recognized. 
Noldeke  says:^  "Die  Peschita  ist  wohl  die  alteste  aller  christ- 
lichen  Bibeliibersetzungen.  Bei  der  starken  Ausbreitung  des 
Christentums  in  Syrien  und  Mesopotamien  schon  in  dessen 
friihsten  Zeiten  konnte  man  eines  allgemein  verstandlichen 
Textes  des  damals  noch  allein  als  kanonisch  geltenden  Alten 
Testaments  nicht  lange  entbehren.  Fiir  den  heiligen  Ephraim 
(gestorben  373)  ist  die  Peschita  denn  auch  schon  ein  altes 
Werk.  Fiir  ein  hohes  Alter  spricht  auch  die  Reception  bei 
alien  syrischen  Secten,  die  sich  doch  sonst  unter  einander 
so  bitter  hapten,  und  ferner  das  oben  dargelegte  Verhaltnis 
zur  judischen  Tradition." 

The  Edessene  Canon  omitted  Chronicles,  Ezra,  and  Nehe- 
miah.*  The  Nestorians  further  omitted  Esther.  Whether 
this  indicates  that  the  Chronicler's  work  was  translated  into 
Syriac  at  a  later  time  than  the  first  translations,  we  cannot 
say.  Wright  points  out  3  "that  all  these  books  are  cited  by 
Aphraates,  and  that  they  all  appear  in  the  Codex  Ambro- 
sianus."  Later  the  books  at  first  omitted  were  received  into 
the  Canon  of  the  Peshitta.    At  what  time  we  do  not  know. 

No  interpretations  in  Ezra  indicate  the  hand  of  a  Chris- 
tian. This  may  be  due  to  the  content  of  the  book  which 
gave  no  occasion  where  a  Christian  would  be  led  to  make 
a  theological  gloss.  The  entire  translation  indicates  the  work 
of  a  most  careful  biblical  scholar.  The  Syriac  translation  of 
Ezra  is  in  no  case  slavishly  literal  as  is  that  of  the  Penta- 
teuch but  it  is  often  paraphrastic.  Why  should  it  not  be  so  ? 
The  translator  wanted  to  bring  out  the  meaning  of  the  ori- 
ginal as  effectively  as  possible,  and  he  felt  that  this  could 
be  done  m  a  number  of  cases  better  by  a  paraphrase  than 

1  Noldeke,  AL,  S.  264. 

2  Duval,  Lii.  Syr.  p.  32;  Nestle,  PRE3  III  S.   170. 

3  Wright,  Syr.  Lit.,  p.  5.    Homilies  o/   Aphraates,  vol.  I,  pgs.  48,  358,  376. 
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by  a  very  literal  translation.  Thus  he  init  into  language  in- 
telligible to  all  who  might  read  his  work,  certain  phrases 
which,  if  literally  rendered,  would,  in  his  time,  have  had  no 
meaning.^ 

In  263  for  example,  the  Hebrew  D^on"?!  Dm«^  pS  IDj;  ly 
is  rendered  by  S.  luuo  ^Uio  .!=»»  )»o^a  >>aAj;  \m^.  A  com- 
parison with  the  Greek  translations  (G  &  Esd.,  G  Hixiq  dvaotii 
iepeix;  role,  cpotiLjOUOiv  Kai  roiq  reXeioig,  Esd.  ev8e8u]JLevoq 
Trjv  br\k(.V)(5iv  Kttt  Tf]v  dXri'^eiav)  shows  that  all  three  para- 
phrased the  text  but  that  S.  has  given  the  clearest  explanation 
of  the  meaning  of  the  ancient  oracular  device.  G.  makes 
no  sense;  Esd.  is  better  than  G.  but  certainly  inferior  to  S. 

Not  only  in  this  case,  but  all  the  way  through,  a  com- 
parison of  S.  with  G.  shows  that  the  Peshitta  version  of  Ezra 
was  not  influenced  by  G.  This  is  against  the  opinion  ot 
Siegfried.*  The  cases  in  which  S.  and  G.  agree  against 
MT  are  of  so  unimportant  a  nature  that  the  Syriac  translator 
may  never  have  read  G.3  It  is  all  the  more  remarkable,  there- 
fore, that  Siegfried's  statement  should  have  been  accepted 
as  valid  for  more  than  twenty  years.  Evidently  nobody  has 
ever  examined  into  its  truth. 

Again,  the  generally  accepted  opinion  in  regard  to  the  in- 
dependent value  of  S.  is  also  false.  Siegfried  holds  that  the 
Syriac  "ist  oft  mehr  Umschreibung  als  Uebersetzung."  Kloster- 
mann  says  that  the  translation  is  of  little  value  due  to 
scribal  errors  and  the  "reine  Willkiir  des  Punktators."*  Torrey 
in    his    "Ezra  Studies'''   goes    oven    so  far   as   to    say,   "the 

^  Cf.  2  63,  9  4-  Any  reader  of  the  English  Bible  who  has  had  no  scien- 
tific training  is  under  a  handicap  in  not  understanding  such  phrases  as  "urim 
and  tummim",  which  an  unskilled  reader  of  S.  would  not  have  experienced. 

'  Siegfried,  Esra,  Nehtmia  und  Esther  Handkommentar  S.  9  ("ist  von  den 
LXX  beeinflusst"). 

3  Cf.  G  &  S.  vs.  MT  4  10  12,  5  s.  7  8,  19.  25,  8  36,  9  i- 

4  Realencyclopaedie,  .\rt.  Ezra  Nehemia. 
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Syriac  and  Arabic  versions  of  tiie  canonical  Chron.-Ezra- 
Neh.  have  long  been  known  to  be  late  and  wellnigh  worth- 
less— the  Arabic  absolutely  so— and  any  attempt  to  make  a 
critical  use  or  'investigation'  of  them  is  a  waste  of  time."' 
Batten  in  his  commentary  on  Ezra^  ignores  S.  absolutely; 
and  Lohr  in  his  edition  of  Ezra  in  Kittel's  "Biblia  Hebraica" 
uses  it  only  three  times.  Others 3  dismiss  the  Syriac  Version 
without  a  mention  or  hold  it  to  be  of  little  value.  In  fact, 
until  the  publication  of  Professor  Bewer  s  "Der  Text  des 
Buches  Ezrd\''  S.  has  been  wellnigh  friendless.  Professor 
Bewer  has  done  much  to  correct  the  erroneous  ideas  regard- 
ing S. 

When  we  undertake  a  comparison  between  the  Hebrew 
and  Syriac,  we  are  at  once  confronted  with  the  lack  of  a 
critical  edition  of  S.  The  Peshitta  text  is  found  only  in  the 
Codex  Ambrosianus,  in  the  Paris  and  Walton  (London)  Poly- 
glotts,  and  has  been  reprinted  three  times  by  missionary 
societies.  The  text  found  in  the  Paris  Polyglott  is  that 
edited  by  Gabriel  Sionita  from  a  late  Ms.  This,  the  "editio 
princeps",  was  printed  in  1645,  ^'^<i  ^^  1^57  reproduced  in 
the  London  Polyglott.  The  latter  is  a  careful  reprint,  there 
being  but  one  variant  spelling  (6  19).  In  1823  Lee  produced 
an  edition  for  the  British  and  Foreign  Bible  Society.  This, 
the  most  accessible  edition,  reproduces  with  slight  variation 
the  text  of  the  Paris  Polyglott.  In  1852  the  American 
Missionaries  at  Urumia  published  an  edition  in  Nestorian 
characters,  fully  punctated  and  in  a  simplified  spelling.s  An- 
other   edition,    published    in    1887    ^^   Mosul,    I   have   been 

1  Torrey,  Ezra  Studies  p.  64. 

2  Batten,  Commentary  on  Ezra-Nehemiah  in  ICC  series  19 13. 

3  Cf.  Steuemagel,  Einleitung  in  das  Alte  Testament,  %\']. 

4  Bewer,  Der  Text  des  Buches  Ezra,  (Gottingen,  1922). 

5  The  Urumia  Edition  has  the  classical  and  modern  Syriac  in  parallel 
columns. 
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unable  to  obtain;  but  from  all  inquiries,  I  learn  that  it  has 
no  independent  value.  The  editions  are  really  the  same,  all 
of  them  being  reprints  of  the  Paris  Polyglott. 

A  minute  comparison  of  the  Paris  (P),  Walton  (VV),  and 
Lee  (L)  gives  the  following  result: 

311    WP   I^^AOjkA    L   JLa^aa. 
4  2    W    ^.axo/j    PL    xJl£dU. 

6 19  WL  <M^n9  P  ok,jfl.  This  is  a  variant  spelling.  One  form 
is  as  correct  as  the  other. 

A  similar  comparison  of  Paris,  Walton,  Lee,  and  Urumia 
(U)  yields  this  result: 

3  1 1   U  J.^30->  Q-^-^»  WP  i^oOAS  a3^>  L  Aa^QJi  a-ir^j.    U  OmitS  <a 

reading:  "the\'  shouted  a  shout  of  joy";  it  is  evidently  an  im- 
proved edition  of  L. 

4  2  W  ^^:>jdU  ULP  ^ju»I;.    The  mistake  is  in  W.    Cf.  above. 
4  10  WLP  ^^^arsl  U  f-^xBl.   Here  an  attempt  has  been  made 

to  bring  U  closer  to  MT  —  "ISJDS. 

69  LP  ouxaa  WU  «->-j3.  Variant  spellings  of  the  same 
word. 

826  WPL  v««**^^  U  v®**-*-'  '^^^  Here  U  has  been  cor- 
rected by  MT  which  reads  DH^'^y. 

92   WPL   Jv.^S.0    U   iJiiiai.a,   MT   ^»j;3. 

From  this  comparison,  it  is  evident  that  U  was  made 
with  MT  at  hand  as  a  corrective. 

In  the  following  particulars  also  U  differs  from  PLW: 
a)  Ribui  is  often  omitted  in  the  plurals;  b)  00,0  is  omitted 
in  515;  c)  simplified  spelling  is  considerably  used,  e.  g.  yodh 
and  aleph  are  omitted  in  such  words  as  V.l#jn^l  (PLW) 
which  U  writes     ^^^a*. 

It  is  apparent  that  for  all  practical  purpose  these  various 
editions  are  of  equal  value,  since  they  all  represent  one  and  the 
same  text.    I  have  used  L.  because  it  is  the  most  convenient. 

Unfortunately,    the  Mss.  of  the    Book   of  Ezra   ha\e  not 
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been  collated  since  the  collation  by  Thorndyke  of  the  Usher, 
Pococke,  and  Cambridge  Mss.  in  vol.  vi  of  Walton's  Polyglott, 
which  is  reproduced  here:  2  13  yiaj^AjjIj  nostri,  y.oju;l.  2  20 
nostri,  Ihmmo.  2  25  <&.::v*Io  l;_9o]  nostfi,  Ijjo  ^.a*  lol;jo.  2  22 
Uss.  ,;AJuiLwo.  2  36  >^.«ji.»  J^jk^k^]  nostri,  lo^.  2  43  JLaa^j]  nostri,  Ui-ji 
2  46  wool*]  nostri  u.^^.^^.  2  52  wfcoji]  Poc.  i>-jj.  2  47  i^U_  »»ia  ;.,^^ 
nostri,  A-.I;  ;.,5^  uia.  2  70  v?«*-v«-bo]  Hebr.  postulat  yooMVojia 
35  JL-fA,]  nostri,  JLuwA-  scribe  ex  Heb.  JL**r*^o.  39  J-kSB^joo 
^etoiao]  nostri,  4xa,.  4  5  Ujiboo]  lege  JinoNv)  etsi  contra  libros. 
46  tikr^ju->l  la^Mao]  lAA^I;  otIaA>ar>o.  4  10  ,jkaa>l]  nostri,  h^»(«. 
lb.  isj:i-alo]  nostri  ^^-^  ^.1.  411  K^ujIo]  nostri  Ki2>jlo.  4  13  ^Am 
'i-jl  jl]  Poc.  omittit  jl,  item  Uss.  4  17  «o]  lege  ex  Heb.  «« 
etsi  invitis  libris.  418  Jja.^JL,,J  nostri,  ua.sJi^-J.  64  j^^vjo] 
nostri,  Jr^^fSB  male.  66  ^^xa***;]  nostri,  ,-<jaA*.;;  male.  6  13  wuXaj] 
Uss.  (uAai:  Potius  deesse  puto  i-A^  «,q^;;  e  chald.  715  q^&mIo] 
Poc.  o^ojo^.  Uss.  n\-^A>ii\.  7  17  ^)1]  nostri  ^1.  8  i  \^ij6;jJ;] 
Hebr.  \oomq;jiI,  libris  non  obstantibus.  8  14  -l«ix]  nostri  ..-lo^. 
8  15  l«d]  nostri,  loe*.  ibid.  w«l  ijla  ^]  Hebr.  postulant  «o 
JJ  wa\<  wij;a  sed  libri  non  juvant.  8 16  iis^ii^]  fortasse  ijL:*^^^. 
8  33  iti^  J)]  nostri  ii^l-.  8  36  aaoMo]  Poc.  >3om.  9 1  w.ld] 
nostri  l«ik-  male.  lb.  i-fci^kiaj  nostri  J  .i^iao.  6  pro  ♦.  97  ^»m] 
Poc.  ^colo  ^»^o.  9  8  aeo,]  nostri,  \oeea.  9  9  yifso^o]  videtur 
scribendum  )of»rJ?,  etsi  libri  non  juvant.  10  3  f*!*  r^»^]  nostri 
a;jk{o  «r=k:^.  10  4  ^=^^0]  nostri,  v»-:^^«»-  10  15  V.(ciii!i:^]  Poc. 
VtloxA:^.  10  18  J-«\,;.ss5*]  nostri,  J.*:^j.iwo.  1020  *^^ix^]  nostri,  uJmm. 
The  yield  of  this  collation  is  negligible.  While  it  is,  of 
course,  quite  possible  that  a  careful  collation  of  all  existing 
Mss.  would  help  us  to  correct  a  number  of  inferior  readings, 
it  seems  likely  that  most  corruptions  will  be  found  in  almost 
all  of  them,  and  that  our  method  of  correction  cannot  be 
simply  that  of  selecting  the  best  reading  of  the  Mss.  For- 
tunately, we  have  the  original  Hebrew  text  from  which  S. 
was   translated   and  we  are   therefore   very  frequently  in  a 
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position  to  remedy  the  mistakes  of  the  S  text  by  a  careful 
comparison  with  MT  and  by  pointing  out  how  the  Syriac 
which  we  now  have  has  been  corrupted  by  copyists  from 
a  Syriac  text  which  corresponded  more  closely  to  MT. 

Syriac  copyists  were  just  as  careless  and  just  as  careful  as 
other  copyists.  They  frequently  confused  letters  which  looked 
similar  to  others.  We  find,  e.  g.,  the  following  confusions 
more  or  less  frequently: 

I,  ^.  y,  »«o. 

«=»,  "^-j  y,  S  *,  *>  !•  V.  — 

v*s»,  ^-  >**»,  K  y- 

h  s  ',  V,  1.  ^-  1- 

€»,   I.  -9,  >=». 

),  V  ■»»  >=»• 

y>  >=»,  V- 


1.  1. 


Keeping  this  in  mind,  I  find  that  the  Syriac  text  should 
be  corrected  in  the  following  places : 

Proposed  Corrections  of  the  Syriac  Text. 
Ch.  I.     8.  li;«i»»]    Ijitoo.  —  II.  'jsaj**]    ij^uut,    cf.  5  14    same 
error. 

Ch.  2.     2.  jixijo]  fsxftio.  —  12.  i;^^]  f-s!aP--  —   17.  'j^]  -j».  — 

18.     liOftu]      liOM.      19.     >i*,«jaj]      yiAOA..       20.     f.,sa,]      r:*-^.      

25.    ^^J^K^iOJs]    ^^^J^boiO^,    >&.AJilQ    IrA^o]    >&.aL*    IqI;_«AO.  3O.  ««.,^*] 

«*=>..«^.    33.    ir**]     r^r^.     36.    pool]    pol.     40.   i-^i-e]     '^»*»f-», 

ikiao]  ..oiao.  —  42.  '^jOk.il]  JuC^il,   ^ia.^J^]  ^v>\^,   oqxiV^]  vaqftv.   — 

43.  ^-^^j]    ^-"^i)    i=>-»*^l  \^^JLu.    —   44.  .ao^J    >*Ot-«,   '^waa]    )s*>,   \«t*] 

Np.r«.     45-   ^^>=^]     )JL^^,    ^lAi.]     CiOja^.     —     47.    "^ks^]    '^r>^,     ^-s,^] 

i-M-<s^,    l^li]    l-»ii.    —    48.  yOy?]    ^j',    ''«^!]    l;0-aJ.      -    49-  ^'^J  taw.*fta, 
imt]  «>m-^.  —  50.  i-tueei]  JLeol,  IaJ^m]  yuao^jo.  —  31.  iOA^H']  :^^r^-  — 
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52.    IrM^]      fj-uoSB     or     I'rJLuM,    cf.     tCXt.     ad.     loC.     53.    »n»Q.o;-oj 

>cD«jBf3,  >\iBl]  ulodL.  —  54,  isa.^]  j-a^^  (?).  —  55,  #^ki.]  w^:^^, 
)ou>Xjtuxa]  •P'>^^*,  ya-A^ro]  u^fio.  —  56-  A>^]  i^-^i",  vjuoil]  \^i;.  — 
57.  io;.Aa]  lof-^^,  r^^  "J«'.  —  5^'  r"-*^®  «^^^]  i^*^*  «-f=»^.  — 
59.  J\»v>\I]  ulAxiXI,    toiaj]  oq;^.  —  60.  A-;Ju]  No-aj.  —  61.  i«*wb] 

Ch.  3.     2.  ^.lisX*]  ^Ji^U.  —  8.  ;^*]  w;a.  —  9.  JL*»hb]  '^.Asor*, 

i^Qt]    ir*At.   —    II.  JLAae^]   j-AAO-OL. 

Ch.  4.  6.  ju..^]  Jb  ..^.ae.  —  7.  li}o»»]  liiisjo,  cf.  18.  —  8.  *»*] 
»**i**.  —  9.  i-ASr^i]  J-*^;-^,  JLokil]  i..i^il.  —  10.  H>AeoJ]  ;.Btl»/.  — 
22.    jLAm^]   Jo\v\ 

Ch.  5.     3.  via^^*l]   wajoaiKaJ.   —    16.  JiQt  Iftuo]    le*Sk   h.^  (?). 

Ch.  6.  2.  Aj^^j]  Ka«!.  —  3.  «;]  <f»f».  —  4.  Kil]  JLs^pn  (?).  — 
12.   ^ju-a*!;]    ^JV»I,,    fJaXi]    r^^«^. 

Ch.  7.     2.  -j^]   -l^. 

Ch.  8.  2.  ;jel]  fae^~>{.  —  4.  t^ia  i*iijuo  j-oi^]  ^  uXu^oeM^i^.  — 
5.  ^luu]  '^Ityu.  —  7.  Uiia]  J-A-io^.  —  8.  J-;.^j]  Ur^i.  — 
9.  "^Uu]  V.JLju-..  —  10.  i^amj]  Uaxoa^.  —  12.  f^a.*^]  r%!.'^> 
liajj]  lia:s.j.  —  13.  >iajiA*i!]  )oajiA»,l,  ^^^ixi]  '^./Jj^.  —  1 5.  iUki^] 
't:^^.  —  16.  v^']  0^-^,  cifi.]  .a.*;-^,  o^ov  ca^{-iO-.  —  1 8.  Ur»'] 
U=»Ht.   —    21.  *>.a^]   ^,   .*a^  (?).    —   33.  -a^^]   -«U3. 

Ch.  10.    2.  '^..ijuj]  '^Uo.  —  6.  >»,ju:^]  AAA*::^.  —  9.  "t'^'^^] 

yi.<;rr>^a.  —  1 5.  V.!aAi*^]  V.JLxai.,  JLuxl]  JLUi.^,  -^.in]  wlLaxs  or 
w^.:xA.  —  18.  Oj-ia>]  cx^'hO.,.  —  21.  V.J  itw]  ^j^ju^.  —  22.  ^*l] 
^Qu!^,  ^^Jjoa]  ^i>».saA>j  ;^ja^]  ,.3)0^.  —  23.  f^joj]  r^f^,  iCiui 
J~^Ajso]  JL^Ajb  qqi  JLAjbo.  —  24.  ^ju»i5!v]  o-oi^iSS,  -jol]  wiol.  — 
25.  JL-il-]  J...I-.,  ,jA>aAia]  ujax»,  f-ti^]  ilii^  or  <)S.A\.  —  26.  Jjji>j] 
Uikjo,  ^U^]  V.ijuu.'  or  "^JLo.  —  27.  JLi.J)]  l^_),  wOAxi^]  uj^a^, 
cuu.'^]  ci-aAaSS.,  JLaJ^j]  J-«jioo,  iaaj]  ,»),  JLjo^]  lutx.  —  29.  u^a] 
«A3,  >3q\a1.  ^]  yiQ^AM,  JLitti^]  j-.»i-,  «ajia-]  vaaju,  VoJ.*]  ^j*.  — 
30.  iA.,.,^]  ]j^,  JLaam  ujia  ..otoxao]  JLausq  wotoxao.  —  3 1.  ioAit] 
i^A'^  —  32.  J-x^ooa]  JL^joa.  —  33,  ;jj]  r^j,  poi-a]  woo;^.  —  34.  u.^ia] 
"ia  (r).  —  35.  fa]  j-^a.  —  37.  -Jvxa:^]  ums>.  —  39.  1-il^]  JLji.. — 
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40.    ^Uasa]    <A^-i»,    w^xd]    ^iJk.  —  41.  V»{;VV]  'V*li^^.  —  43.  V^lftAj] 

While  most  of  these  corrections  concern  names,  there  is 
still  a  goodly  number  of  other  cases  where  the  original 
reading  has  been  restored.  It  seems  to  me  quite  obvious 
that  the  method  which  Professor  Bewer  used  in  his  "Text 
des  Buches  Ezra"  for  the  Greek  versions,  must  be  applied 
to  the  Syraic  text  too  and  that  any  editing  of  S.  which 
simply  professes  to  give  the  best  available  text  of  the  Mss. 
is  not  a  critical  edition.  We  are  not  left  to  speculate 
or  to  conjecture  wildl}'  about  a  possible  text,  because 
we  have  the  Hebrew  text  from  which  S.  was  translated 
and  have  therefore  a  constant  check  and  norm  at  our 
disposal.  It  is,  of  course,  not  claimed  that  every  one  of  the 
above  proposed  emendations  of  S.  represents  certainly  the 
original  Syriac  reading,  but  I  believe  in  most  cases  it  has 
actually  been  rediscovered  by  this  method.  This,  in  itself, 
is  an  important  contribution  to  the  textual  history  of  the 
Book  of  Ezra,  but  it  is  not  the  most  valuable,  because  it  is 
even  more  significant  that  in  our  comparison  of  S.  with  MT 
we  find  a  number  of  places  where  S.  has  retained  a  better 
reading  than  MT,  in  other  words,  where  the  origi)ial  Hebrew 
Text  can  be  restored  on  the  basis  of  S. 

Before  giving  a  list  of  these,  we  must  make  clearer  the 
character  of  the  Peshitta  Version  of  Ezra. 

The  Syriac  translation,  as  has  already  been  pointed  out, 
is,  in  the  main,  carefully  made  and  true  to  the  sense  with- 
out being  slavishly  hteral.  The  translator  has  done  exactly 
as  we  do  in  rendering  French  or  German  into  English.  On 
the  other  hand,  in  the  forms  of  the  verb,  especially  in  the 
suffixes,  and  in  the  additions  and  omissions  of  the  copula, 
a  greater  freedom  is  taken  than  we  would  like.  How  far 
this  can  be  laid  at  the  door  of  the  copyists  we  cannot  say. 
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In  the  matter  of  synonyms  for  theological  ideas  and  offices 
an  interchange  is  common;  but  in  no  case  is  the  sense  of 
the  text  injured.  In  the  case  of  doublets,  such  as  9  7  und  10  12, 
the  blame  must  not  be  laid  on  the  translator.  These  are 
more  likely  marginal  references  which  later  copyists  put  into 
the  text. 

As  is  to  be  expected  in  any  text  that  has  suffered  much 
at  the  hands  of  copyists,  there  are  many  words  omitted. 
The  omissions,  however,  are  of  an  unimportant  nature.  They 
consist  mostly  of  particles,  the  copula,  words  not  understood, 
and  certain  words  in  paraphrastic  phrases.  Omissions  occur 
in:  II,  2,  6;  231,  68,  69;  313;  43,  5,  10,  13,  14,  17,  22;  57, 
8,  II,  12,  15,  17;  61,  2,  3,  5,  7,  8,  10,  13,  20,  21;  71,  9,  10,  12, 
13,  14,  15,  17,  24,  28;  83,  6,  15,  20,  26,  27;  96,  8;  109,  14,  19, 
20,  23,  24,  25,   27,  29,  30,  31,  43. 

There  is  also  a  large  number  of  additions.  These,  as  in 
the  case  of  the  omissions,  are  of  an  unimportant  character 
and  are  due  to  the  copyists.  By  far  the  largest  number 
of  the  omissions  and  additions  are  those  of  the  copula. 
The  translator  has  also  a  fondness  for  adding  the  obvious, 
e.  g.,  when  a  person  is  referred  to  in  MT  by  name  only,  the 
S.  translator  adds,  in  nearly  every  case  the  title  of  his  office, 
e.  g.,  Ezra  (the   scribe  or  priest),  etc.     Additions  occur  in: 

I  I,  2,  6,  7,  10,  II;  2  1,  3,  4,  5,  7,  II,  13,  14,  17,  19,  21,  23,  26, 
27,  28,  31,  33,  36,  37,  41,  42,  58,  60,  62,  64,  65,  66,  67;  38,  9,  10, 
12;  42,  3,  6,  7,  8,  12,  15,  17,  19,  23;  53,  8,  II,  14,  17;  ^l,  8,9, 
II,  14,  16,  18,  20,  21;  71,  6,  7,  10,  12,  13,  14,  15,  16,  18,  21,  23, 
25,  27;  8  r,  17,  19,  26,  30;  91,  4,  5,  7,  10,  13,  15;  102,  3,  5,  6, 
7,  8,  9,  10,   12,   13,  15,   16,  19,  30,  35,  41,  42. 

Variants  in  the  Divine  name  commonly  occur.  The  trans- 
lator invariably  renders  mn^  by  ^po  in  keeping  with  Jewish 
tradition.  Occasionally  DM^N  is  also  rendered  by  i.r»  e.  g. 
15;  38,  9;  622;  7  IS;   10  I,  6,  9. 
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Words  are  sometimes  misunderstood.  Several  words  from 
the  Persian  occur  in  Ezra.  These  the  translator  has  not 
always  understood  as  is  shown  by  the  following:  KilDDN 
which  S.  has  as  follows:  5  8  l^^avo}  cf.  note  ad  loc.  6  8  omits; 
6  12  V;^a  "quickly";  7  21  M^^aj^.  "zealously";  7  17,  26 
1^\a^^  "carefully".  SntJ^inn,  the  designation  of  the  Persian 
Governor  of  Judea  in  Ezra  2  63  is  given  as  '^Irm-i?  iJL.v. 
Cf.  note  ad  loc.  In  Ezra  4  13,  20;  7  24  is  a  list  of  the  terms 
used  for  toll  and  customs.  The  translator  misunderstood 
these  terms  and  rendered  as  follows:  4  13,  MT  "tribute,  custom, 
toll"  by  a  paraphrase  "there  will  be  no  tribute  for  thee". 
4  20:  Here  the  translator  departs  yet  farther  from  MT,  para- 
phrasing the  original  "and  tribute,  toll,  and  custom  was  paid 
them"  by  "and  for  the  former  kings  they  had  no  regard  at 
all."  7  24,  MT  reads,  "Tribute,  custom,  and  toll  it  is  not  law- 
ful to  levy  on  them"  by  "it  is  not  lawful  to  say  a  thing 
to  them."  In  48,  54,  and  613  occurs  the  word  KDiD 
which  the  translator  mistook  and  translated  by  Uoaiaj  yJ 
except  in  59,  11,  where  the  word  occurs  again  it  is  correct- 
ly rendered.  In  413  the  word  D^DK  "impost"  (reading 
with  many  Mss.  DnSK)  is  incorrectly  translated  by  -en  s\ 
"also  she". 

As  to  the  k'thib  and  k're  the  translator  used  his  own 
judgment  as  to  the  better  reading  but  preferred  the  k're  to 
the  k'thib.  Out  of  a  total  of  28  cases,  the  translator  uses 
the  k're  17  times,  the  k'thib  6  times  and  follows  his  own 
judgment  5  times.     The  list  follows: 


K'thib 

K're 

Syriac 

2  I  -ni-:iDi:ii 

"i'j:n3i2: 

iji^Q^xj  =  k're. 

2  46       'h^'^ 

^^b^ 

um\jl  =  k're. 

2  so       D'D^Di 

D^DIBi 

^ceoAj  =  k're. 

3  3       "^ri 

'bT\ 

QLAxoto  =  k're, 
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K'thib  K're  Syriac 

42  «':"l  "1^1  •o.tt.ii.*  =  k're. 

4  4        DNn'?noi      n^bnnoi     ^6.13^00  ==  k'thib. 

4  7  iniJ3  vniiD  oiIojI  =  k'thib. 

49  •'IDIX  «^"ID1«  Uavl      S.    here    follows 

neither  k'thib  nor  k're  but  reads  independently  «"'D"I«  which 
a  later  scribe  has  carelessly  written  «^n"l«.  Torrey  suggests 
this  reading'  but  gives  no  credit  to  the  Peshitta. 

4  9  «im  «'m  JLio,}  =  k're. 

4 1 1  yi2V  V^V  rr^  =  k'thib. 

5 1  n«^n:  «^22            U=a  =  k're. 

5  12  i<^lDD  nsnOD             J^^  =  k're. 
614  n«^ni  «^3i              iA^  =  k're. 

6 17  «^lDn'?         nxen'?  Io^^j^  =  independent. 

718  yhv  i^V  ^  =  k're. 

yn»  ins  yjj^i  =  k'thib. 

7  25  ]^i«n  I'i'T  t^!  =  k're. 

7  26  S.  paraphrases  and  reads  independently. 

8  13  '?«iy^  'rS'^y  '^J.^  S.  read  originally 
k're.     A  copyist  has  confused  *  and  i. 

8 14  nnr  "IDI  '«")  =  k're, 

8  17  S.  paraphrases  but  follows  k're  ad  sensum. 
102  nb^V  °'?'V  >A^  =  k're. 

10 12        inms       iimD      yx»^t^  =  k'thib. 

1029  mDT  niDni           Laso;-.o -=  k'thib. 

1035  "'HI'tD  ini^D           oom\j>  =  independent. 

1037  Ityyi  "'tyy'l            -l<ix  =  k're  originally. 

1043  n*'  "'T  S.  omits. 

1044  'StJ'i  l^t^i  aa.*nj  =  k're. 

This    proves    that    the    translator    knew    the    traditional 
reading  of  the  synagogue  but  by  no  means  felt  bound  by 

I  Cf.  Ezra  Studies,  ad  loc. 
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that  system.  No  decisive  argument  can  be  deduced  from 
the  above  to  prove  that  the  translator  was  a  Jew;  a 
Christian  would  have  known  the  k're  corrections  as  well  as 
a  Jew. 

Differences  in  vocalization  frequently  occur.  The  majority 
of  these  instances  are  confined  to  proper  names.  All  these 
cases  are  fully  discussed  in  the  text  further  on. 

Free  paraphrases  occur  in  every  chapter.  These  are  in 
some  instances  due  to  foreign  words,  the  meaning  of  which 
the  translator  did  not  know.  In  the  second  place,  the  trans- 
lator shows  a  predilection  to  add  explanatory  words,  such 
as  priest,  prophet,  etc.  In  the  third  case,  paraphrases  ex- 
plain what  would  otherwise  be  unintelligible  to  the  trans- 
lator's readers.  G,  misunderstood  some  of  these  passages 
in  the  original  and  nothing,  it  would  seem,  shows  so 
clearly  the  independence  of  S.  over  G  as  2  63 :  MT  ]nD 
D^on*?!  nm«'?  (cf.  Neh.  765).  S.  paraphrases  by  U;  Jio»j) 
luue  "^jjuo,  while  G-^B  translates  with  an  attempt  at  extreme 
literalness  iepeoc;  roiq  cpcrritjOucsiv  Kal  teXeioig  which  makes 
no  sense.  GAB  wrongly  connects  D'^^IX  and  D'Dn  with  118 
and  Don.  The  Peshitta  translator  understood  the  meaning. 
First,  there  is  the  addition  of  i^i  to  )>o^  (cf.  Ex.  28  30, 
Lev,  818,  Num.  2721)  which  shows  historical  accuracy  and 
also  is  in  keeping  with  the  translator's  habit  of  adding  ex- 
planatory words.  In  the  second  place,  he  paraphrases  cor- 
rectly the  meaning  of  D''Dri'?1  D'^lis'?.  If  the  Peshitta  trans- 
lation of  Ezra  had  been  made  under  the  influence  of  G, 
should  we  not  expect  its  influence  to  be  seen  in  a  difficult 
passage  such  as  this? 

Another  passage  of  the  same  order  is  9  4  where  2iyn  nniD 
is  translated  by  ^-ux*  ^sjii^.  Here  again  GAB  follows  MT 
literally  with  xf\(;  duoiaq  rfig  e<5;repivfig.  The  translator  of 
the  Peshitta,  however,  with  historical  accuracy,  renders  "until 
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the  ninth  hour",  i.  g.,  the  hour  of  prayer,  which,  in  the  times, 
when  there  was  no  temple,  and  so  no  minhah,  took  the 
place  of  the  evening  sacrificed  The  translator,  exactly  as 
in  2  63,  has  not  literally  rendered  words  which  might  be  mis- 
understood or  meaningless  but  by  his  paraphrase  has  made 
the  passage  perfectly  intelligible  to  his  readers. 

Another  instance  occurs  in  10  i.  MT  has  here  "and  the 
people  wept";  the  translator  has  paraphased  this  as  "the 
children  wept"  which  seemed  to  him  to  be  the  true  meaning 
of  the  original. 

While  these  instances  show  the  freedom  of  the  translator, 
they  by  no  means  prove  that  the  Peshitta  is  a  mere  para- 
phrase. Moreover,  in  none  of  these  illustrations  is  there  the 
slightest  dependence  on  G.  These  passages  and  a  few 
similar  ones  that  occur  in  the  translation  are  fully  discussed 
in  the  comparison  of  the  text  with  MT. 

It  is  manifest  that  the  Syriac  translator  has  succeeded,  on 
the  whole,  remarkably  well  in  presenting  the  Book  of  Ezra 
in  a  good  Syriac  dress  to  his  countrymen  and  that  it  could 
thus  take  its  place  appropriately  in  the  Syriac  Bible. 

For  the  Biblical  scholar,  however,  and  especially  for  the 
textual  critic,  the  greatest  value  of  the  Peshitta  of  Ezra  lies 
in  the  fact  that  it  has  in  forty-two  instances  preserved  the 
original  reading,  and  therefore  it  must  be  employed  to  recon- 
struct the  Hebrew  text  of  the  Massorites.  These  original  read- 
ings are  as  follows: 

1  6  T^b]  c»^;  =  ^Hl  =  "very  much"  which  is  undoubtedly 
the  original  reading. 

2  25  D"'iy  r\''1p]  ^r't^^  ^»oj»  which  was  originally  ^A-» 
=  D^'^y\  A  scribe  has  carelessly  written  i  for  ..  both 
here  and  in  Neh.  7  29.     S.  represents  here  (in  the  original) 

I  Duhm,  Die  Psalmen.  to  Ps.  141  2-    Cf.  also  Acts,  3  i. 
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the  correct  reading.  MX  is  due  to  carelessness.  GAB 
and  Neh.  7  29  both  bear  witness  with  S.  that  MT  must  be 
corrected. 

34  rhv]  llo^^  S.  here  with  G  and  several  Heb.  mss.  has 
preserved  the  plural  and  MT  must  be  corrected  accord- 
ingly. 

3  9  miri"']  j^jooi  =  nnin.  As  2  40  shows,  S.  has  here  pre- 
served the  correct  form  of  this  name. 

3  10  1TDV"'1]  «^i*>««  noV''1-  S.  agrees  with  several  Heb. 
Mss.  and  G,  and  undoubtedly  represents  the  original. 

3  12  ]1ti'fc<"in  n^2n"n«]  Jlxsor*  Jlai  ot^ja^J-a  )»Qt  tb^at^  S.  alone  of 
all  the  versions  has  here  preserved  the  original  reading,  viz. 
"this  house  in  its  great  honor".  MT  has  lost  the  words  "in  its 
great  honor",  and  must  be  corrected  by  supplying  ni22  3in. 

nnot^n]  llojjuao.  S.  reads  the  copula,  as  does  Esd., 
which    is    the    correct    reading.     MT   must   be    changed    to 

nnotyai. 

4  3  tJ>1S-"l'?fi  K^niD  I'PDn]  «f9  iAso  •^  S.  omits  "jboH  (G  and 
Esd.  also).  MT  should  be  corrected  accordingly,  since  "King 
Cyrus,  King  of  Persia"  is  evidently  redundant. 

4 10  n^lpS]  j-.»aA3  S.  reads  "in  the  cities  of  the  province 
of  Samaria".  This  (cf.  2  Kgs.  17  24)  is  also  G's  reading  and 
is  preferable  to  MT's  "in  the  city". 

4  23  Dim]  +  bi»^^^  Vi.a  S.  and  GL  alone  preserve  the  ori- 
ginal text.  The  title  DJ^B'^V^  must  be  inserted  in  the  Hebrew. 
Cf.  vss.  8,  9,  17. 

5  I  t<^t?''Di]  Uaj.  S.  has  quite  grammatically  "Haggai  the 
prophet  and  Zechariah  the  son  of  Iddo  the  prophet."  This 
is  certainly  better  than  MT  and  it  may  represent  the  ori- 
ginal text.  The  alternative  is  to  follow  Esd.  in  omitting 
nW-'Si  after  ^m. 

5  4  NilOK]  •rS"'.  S.  and  G  have  preserved  here  the  ori- 
ginal text.     MT  must  be  emended  to  read  T112i<. 
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5 17  hi2:i  n  n»n  «D^»-n  «n3i  n^an]  lu^  ^.*a  ^-.^  k»^^a 

^.-v-v,  ia!^,  MT  reads  here  "in  the  king's  treasury  there  which 
is  in  Babylon"  but  S.  reads  "in  the  records,  that  are  in  the 
treasury  of  the  kings  of  Babylon."  MT  does  not  here  pre- 
sent the  original  text  and  must  be  emended  to  read  with  S. 
which  here  undoubtedly  presents  the  original  =  ri"'33  ^T  «nSDn 

■ran  ^T  «^3'?n  'T  «'iix 

p]  J  =  n.  So  also  several  Heb.  mss.  and  Esd.  This  is 
clearly  the  preferable  reading.    G  has  both  readings. 

6  2  Snonsm]  sS^j^Ia.  S.  preserves  the  original  form  of  this 
Persian  word.    Cf.  BDB. 

6  3  D^tJ^1'1"'3]  ioX*i«j.a  h^jU  =  D'?tJ'"n"'S"''1.  So  several  Heb.  mss., 
Esd.,  G,  and  Vulg.  This  is  the  original  text  and  MT  must 
be  corrected  accordingly. 

I'^nty]  <^ r-i  '^^ ,  S.  corresponds  here  to  i  Kg.  6  2  and 
apparently  represents  the  original.  The  reading  in  MT  is 
influenced  by  the  preceding  fnty. 

618  «n^«  r\T2)}'by]  Ift^j  liuo,  llyjoJSw  X^.  S.  agrees  with 
G^  and  is  better  than  MT.  We  must  insert  therefore  in  the 
Aramaic  text  ^^2  before  Kn'?«. 

7 12  TDi]  )«X*.  S.  alone  has  preserved  the  epistolatory 
style  demanded,  viz.  "greeting". 

7  19  D'?B^n^  n'?«J  yAAioJLa;  l«^.  S.  presents  the  original  and 
only  possible  reading.  The  reading  in  MT  is  unparalleled. 
MT  must  accordingly  be  corrected  to  D'?tyn^a  n  «n'?«. 

7  22  HB^D  yn^  nyi]  IJL»  JLi^ai  J..«wN  JL^j.^..  The  order  of  MT 
has  been   confused   by  a  copyist  and  should  read  as  does 

S.  vnn  nty»  nyv 

725  TM]  Ujosoi.  S.  translates  by  a  singular.  The  Greek 
versions  also  have  the  singular  which  Guthe  (Esra  ad  loc) 
and  others  believe  is  the  original  reading.  Vs.  26  favors  the 
singular  =  T^. 


1 8  INTRODUCTION 

8  12  niB^y]  ^r*ai..  S.  reads  with  38  Heb.  mss.  and  Esd.^- 
what  is  undoubtedly  the  original.  MT  should  be  emended 
accordingly  to  D^ll^y. 

824  n^iiynj  JftauNo.  S.  with  Esd.AB  has  preserved  the 
original  reading  because  Hashabia  was  not  a  priest  but  a 
Levite  according  to  vs.  18. 

8  34  bp^D^]  JSf)Nyi->o.  The  copula  must  be  inserted  in  MT 
to  read  bpti'oni  with  S. 

9 1  D.T^nnvns]  v!»«»i«ij«i^  =  Dn^nnynn,  so  also  G  and  this 

was  most  probably  the  original  reading.     So  Bewer. 

93  """1^2]  -ioiij.  MT  must  be  emended  to  read  ni3  with 
S.  instead  of  sing. 

94  '•"liia]  ll\30  '^^  =  "ima.  The  reading  in  S.  is  vouched 
for  by  G,  Esd.,  and  Vulg.  and  doubtlessly  represents  the 
original  reading.    Cf.  Bewer  ad  loc. 

9  12  D^IV]  i"^-^^  =  "^^V  =  k're  of  MT  which  is  preferable 
to  MT  kethib.  This  reading  is  vouched  for  by  G,  Esd.L 
and  Vulg. 

105  D''l'?n]  iJ«^o.  S.  reads  "priests  and  Levites"  =  n^)hn) 
MT  should  be  corrected  accordingly. 

106  '^^''1]  ^i^o  =  ]'?''1.  A  scribe  has  carelessly  written  "^I 
for  )  in  MT.     S,  preserves  the  original  reading.    (Esd.  also.) 

107  D7tyTT'"l]  >AAioJ_3o.  S.  here  has  preserved  the  original 
which  is  vouched  for  by  many  Heb.  Mss.  and  also  by  G. 
The  context  also  demands  it  in  agreement  with  the  previous 
"in  Judea". 

10 14  iy]  V^.  MT  must  be  emended  to  read  by  for  TV 
according  to  the  more  original  reading  of  S. 

1016  I^TiMJ  «fs«.  S.  (cf.  also  G)  gives  evidence  of  an 
original  ^"l^M  which  MT  demands  as  Ezra  is  subject  of  the 
sentence.     MT  reads  plural;  but  this  must  be  emended. 

10  16  trnn^j  0,1-  o»i^kooi-  =  mm'?.  This  is  the  correct  read- 
ing.    MT  must  be  accordingly  corrected. 
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10  17  D^ti'iK]  Iv^.^  v«ttilj.  MT  must  be  emended  to  read  D^tJ'iWn. 

1020  n^l^t]  JUia).  S.  and  9  Heb,  Mss.  may  well  represent 
the  original. 

10  31  Din  "'iSI]  y>iM  iiia  «.  GAB  and  many  Heb.  mss. 
agree  with  S.  in  this  reading  which  is  doubtless  original. 
MT  must  be  corrected  to  read  ''ilpV  GAB,  Esd-^^B 
vocalize  D'ln  as  does  S.  MT  must  also  be  corrected  to  read 
with  S. 

1034  "'ii]  «^o.  Cf.  vs.  29  where  the  "sons  of  Bani"  are 
already  listed.  S.  must  be  correct,  as  one  clan  would  not 
be  listed  twice.  MT  must  accordingly  be  corrected  to 
read  ^2D. 

^«1«]  '^Ja.  =  btiV  to  which  Esd.ABL  and  GLB  also 
testify.     MT  must  be  accordingly  corrected. 

1 035  Tll^S,  k're  lill'PD]  qo*Aj»  =  irT'^D  which  may  have  pre- 
served the  original  reading. 

1038  ^liSI  ""i^l]  ^otojck  «ia«,  S.,  in  spite  of  a  scribal  cor- 
ruption, has  preserved  the  original  reading  -*i3  -ia*,  i.  e. 
"the  sons  of  Binnui".  So  also  G.  MT  must  be  accordingly 
corrected  to  ^lin  ''i31. 
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1.  iTOT]  +  Uaj.  Cf.  also  I  2,  7.  The  translator  of  Ezra  adds 
such  explanatory  words.  Cf.  the  parallel  in  2  Chr.  36  22  where 
the  same  addition  is  made. 

"•BO]  ooft^jK*  ^  is  a  free  translation.  S.  supports  MT  over 
against  "'Si  of  Esd.  and  GL.  In  the  duplicate  section, 
2  Chr.  36  22,  ^B2  =  ooeosuk. 

0*^2  "^^0  15^12].  S.  omits.  tJ'ID  here,  either  by  accident  or 
by  oversight  of  a  copyist. 

2.  niD'?)3D  ^3]  llojilio.  The  translator  or  a  copyist  may 
have  omitted  accidentally  both  b^  and  the  s'iame  points  of 
tU'>\\».  But  it  is  also  possible  that  ^D  seemed  superfluous 
to  the  translator,  because  he  took  the  Hebrew  to  mean  "the 
rule  of  the  earth".  In  any  case  we  need  not  assume  that 
the  translator  had  a  Hebrew  original  different  from  the  MT. 

D^l5'n''n]  +  li-p).     Cf.  note  on  vs.   i. 

3.  1DV^30]  Jb*^  ttiJ^i  «.  As  in  2  Chr.  3623  the  duplicate 
section. 

^n^]  00,0. 

4.  imxtyi^]  «UQ^.JUL».  This  is  a  very  literal  translation  which 
does  not  represent  the  true  meaning  of  the  Hebrew  here 
which  is  to  "help".  G  also  did  not  know  this  meaning, 
translating  Xri|i\|rovTai. 

5.  b:ib]  vao. 

nin"'J   lo,ii>  i-fi>l.     The   translator  took  the  relative  IB'X  to 
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refer  to  mn"'  and  translated  "a  house  for  the  Lord  n'\n''  the 
God  who  is  in  Jerusalem".  Taking  niiT  as  a  proper  name, 
his  addition,  the  God,  was  appropriate  and  quite  in  accord- 
ance with  his  habit  (cf.  note  on  1  i).  MT  reads :  "the  house 
of  miT  which  is  in  Jerusalem." 

6.  Ipin]  ttrJ-l.    S.  renders  freely,  due  perhaps  to  Onn^^. 

nnin]  iaoijo  etc.  The  translator  does  not  repeat  the  pre- 
position governing  two  nouns  in  succession  as  the  Syriac 
style  does  not  require  such  a  repetition. 

nn"?]  ^j.  MT  here  is  evidently  corrupt.  S.  (also  Esd.) 
reads  „very  much"  which  is  doubtless  the  original  reading. 

m:nn"^2"'?j;]  ^.-.^^t;  ,eA-,l  «.  S.  understood  aninn  as  re- 
ferring to  the  persons  who  gave  freely  and  translated  ac- 
cordingly. MT  took  it  as  referring  to  the  gifts  which  were 
given  to  the  temple  (in  accordance  with  vs.  4)  and  its  mean- 
ing is  "in  addition  ('?y)  to  all  that  had  been  freely  given" 
(to  the  temple).  S's  original  apparently  did  not  have  Vd, 
it  was  neither  in  G  nor  in  Esd  L  and  must  therefore  have 
been  omitted  in  the  Hebrew  mss.  (accidentally  through  haplo- 
graphy).  That  it  was  in  the  older  texts  is  clear  not  only 
from  MT  but  from  Esd.AB.  Cf.  Bewer,  Text  des  Buches 
Ezra-,  S.  14. 

7.  nsaiDUi]  +  Vo^5  J^Xio.    Cf.  note  on  vs.  i. 

8.  minD]  l;;«oo.  It  is  quite  apparent  that  this  reading 
is  not  due  to  the  original  translator  who  wrote  l}«^^  but  to 
a  careless  copyist  who  mistook  I  for  o,. 

"IsatS'B^]  ijiwut.  This  also  must  not  be  put  to  the  account 
of  the  translator  who  wrote  1^.=^**  but  to  that  of  a  care- 
less scribe  who  wrote  this  incorrectly  and  fixed  the  wrong 
form  in  his  mind,  for  he  makes  the  same  mistake  in  i  u,  5  14. 

9.  ^Vl3"i:«]  U^l.  S.  interprets  as  meaning  "bowls".  D^S^no] 
K^J.    The  translator  connected  the  word  with  ^r\  chaiige. 
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Cf,  HB^^n  garment  for  changing.     The  Vulg.  renders  cultri 
and  Esd.  ^ui'OKai  dpyupal. 

10.  Apparently  the  translator  had  omitted  the  gold  bowls 
first;  then  he  noticed  his  mistake  and  added  them  with  c»ol. 

D^^D]  +  o.  The  addition  of  the  copula,  although  of  no  cri- 
tical significance,  is  noted.  (Cf.  discussion  of  these  additions 
and  omissions  in  the  Introduction.) 

11.  yi1ViVi\  \^tua..    Cf.  note  on  vs.  8, 

?yiyi  T\y\)X\\  V^^a  «  t^nNiD;  Ifc^ASjt;.  The  addition  of  ioa\«D, 
is  simply  in  the  interest  of  a  good  translation. 
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1.  n7lin  ''^'dta]  JLa^*  ^.  The  translator  probably  regarded 
rOMTl  as  superfluous  and,  accordingly,  left  it  untranslated. 
Cf.  Neh.  7  6  where  both  words  are  literally  rendered  as 
in  MT. 

b2:ib  ,  ,  ,  n^:in]  ^>->'.N  v^jI  '^s.oIo  ....  ja*,.  S.  freely 
renders  MT's  „carried  into  exile — to  Babylon",  by  "which 
he  carried  into  exile — and  brought  them  to  Babylon". 
Neh.  76  translates  MT  literally  as  above. 

lilty^l]  «^)l«  .  .  .  a^ksatQ.    This  is   a  similar  free  translation. 

2.  ^52i1|]  V^aio).  This  is  the  regular  Syriac  vocalization 
in  Ezra,  Neh.,  Hag.,  and  Zech. 

]0S]  ,(ju>\3.     This  is  due  to  a  different  vocalization. 

"ISDO]  jixuo.  The  translator  misunderstood  this  name  and 
incorrectly  translated  it  "number". 

■r^nty^  DV  ^B^:«]  '^lf*a-l;  i-iul,.  S.  avoids  the  tautological 
expression  of  MT  by  omitting  DV-  In  Neh.  J7,  however, 
S.  translates  it  verbatim. 

6.  2^)12  nns]  oloio  ^.^<ijb  in  Ezra.  S.  always  translates 
nns  as  if  it  were  a  noun.  (Neh.  711  idem.)  The  translator 
of  Hag.  I  I,  2  22  renders  it  by  i^i,  taking  it  as  did  the  translator 
of  Ezra.  The  term  had,  by  this  time,  become  a  proper 
name. 

^i:ib]  uia.  S.  disregards  the  b  =  "namely"  (cf.  i  5)  and 
continues  the  catalogue  noting  each  as  a  separate  clan. 
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2«V]  ckla^o.  S  correctly  renders  3«V1.  Neh.  7,  and  Esd. 
also  vouch  for  the  reading  in  S. 

8.  J^intJ  J-l).  The  difference  in  the  vocalization  is  probably 
due  to  the  omission  of  the  jjiater  lectionis  in  the  Ms.  which 
the  translator  used. 

10.  ti't:']  was  omitted  by  a  careless  scribe. 

12.  TJiy]  *r<^.  This  is  evidently  a  scribal  corruption  for 
P^Li..    Cf.  Neh.  7  17. 

13.  Dp^ilt^]  >B*AAi,f.  This  is  the  usual  S)Tiac  transcription. 
Neh.  7  17   and   Ezra   8  13    yiaA*,W  is  a  scribal   corruption   for 

15.  ]^ny]  \o^.  This  is  the  same  as  in  Neh.  720.  Cf.  note 
on  28. 

D^C'Dn]  ^k^»lo.  This  mistake  was  probably  occasioned  by 
the  figure  in  the  preceding  verse. 

16.  n^pin^b]  J.*JBU*:^.  This  is  without  ''  preformative  as  MT 
Neh.  721. 

17.  ^Jta]  4ja.  This  is  a  copyist's  mistake  for  the  original  -j^ 
as  in  Neh.  7  23. 

18.  niV]  fiooM.  Misled  by  a  confusion  of  '•>  and  ;,  a  scribe 
thought  the  well  known  Ijosm  was  meant  and  wrote  accord- 
ingly. There  is  no  reason  to  think  that  this  corresponded 
to  a  different  Heb.  original. 

19.  Dtyn]  )o.ii«ji,.  Note  the  different  vocalization.  Neh.  7  22 
is  a  scribal  error  for  yutoj-. 

20.  12:1]  y,^,^  is  partly  due  to  the  confusion  of  «  and  ;  and 
partly  to  the  careless  omission  of  «a.  As  in  2  18  it  is  not 
necessary  to  hypothecate  a  different  Heb.  original. 

22.  nsiai]  JLa^ftj.  This  vocalization,  as  in  Neh.  7  26  is  due 
to  the  absence  of  the  mater  lectionis  in  the  translator's 
Heb.  Ms. 

25.  D^V  '^^'^p]  ^P»-»  K.iojB.  This  was  originally  ^j^^^.  A 
scribe  has  carelessly  written  *  for  ..  both  here  and  in  Neh.  7  29. 
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S.  presents  here  (in  the  original)  the  correct  reading.  MT's 
reading  is  due  to  carelessness.  GAB  and  Neh.  7  29  both  bear 
witness  with  2  25  that  MT  must  here  be  corrected. 

yntJ^  nn«ai].  The  printed  Syriac  texts  here  have  a  wrong 
division  of  these  words  as  >»Aftlo.lfao  which  were  originally, 
of  course,  ^s^a*  lof;.Aaa  as  Neh.  729.  Thorndyke's  Mss.  read 
this  also. 

26.  n"l«0  ^^]  lhtSi.::>jL.  This  is  a  scribal  error  due  to  the 
preceding  verse.    Cf  vss.  10,   15,  and  Neh.  730. 

28.  ^yni]  -j^-o.  S.  omits  the  article  in  proper  names  as  do 
the  English  versions. 

30.  ir'^niD]  *r.^.  This  is  due  to  a  scribal  confusion  of 
•a  and  1. 

31.  iriK].    S.  omits. 

33.  TITH]  ijj-o.    This  mistake  of;  and  »  is  due  to  a  copyist. 
•i:'l«'l]  aiJo.     This  is  as  Neh.  7  37 ;  the  difference  is  due  to 
a  copyist. 

37.  IDS]  fA»l.  S.  writes  as  in  740  with  different  vocaliza- 
tion, but  in  I.  Chr.  912,  2414,  ^jpI. 

e\b»]  +  ^Uso«.  This  addition  is  due  to  the  influence  of  the 
following  verse. 

38.  ny^B^I  D^yaiN]  JL:^<Io  ^j^ix*«.  This  is  due  to  careless- 
ness. 

39.  mn]  )bq;^.  S.  writes  with  a  different  vocalization. 
Cf.  vss,  15,  22,  30. 

40.  ^«''D1p"l]  U»j-o«.  The  omission  of  "^  here  is  due  to 
the  carelessness  of  a  scribe.  In  Neh.  7  43  this  word  is  cor- 
rectly written. 

^in^]  -iao.  Both  MT  and  S.  are  here  corrupt.  The  original 
Heb.  had  the  proper  name  ""1321.   Cf.  vs.  6. 

«Tmn]  i-5*o,  =  Ti'^'^^n.  S.  agrees  here'  with  the  k're  of 
Neh.  743.    (So  also  in  39-) 

41.  nmtJ^en]  ,e^A»ji»i  ^c  =  n^ma'cn.   MT  is  correct. 
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42.  D''"lVt!'n]  '^uki.il.  This  is  a  copyist's  error  for  Jjci.il. 
Cf.  vs.  40  for  opposite  mistake  in  writing  final  ^.  The 
translator  took  this  word  for  a  proper  name.  This  accounts 
for  the  addition  of  the  copula  to  the  following  -JLa. 

]D'?13J  v^^^.  This  is  due  to  a  copyist's  interchanging  of 
letters. 

21pj;]  ooA^v.  As  in  Neh.  745,  the  copyist's  error  is  due 
to  dittography.  The  mistake  was  easily  made,  as  SIpV"'  is  a 
more  familiar  name  than  DIpV. 

NQ''tan]  JL^o^*-.   S.  writes  the  word  with  difterent  vocalization. 

43.  KIT'S]  Uj-j.  This  is  evidently  a  copyist's  error  for  the 
original  U^^  as  in  careless  writing  they  look  so  much  alike. 
Cf.  Neh.  7  45  where  J^jl  occurs. 

SSItyn]  i^Aa-w.  S.  writes  with  a  different  vocalization.  Cf.  242. 
The  confusion  of  o  and  ^  is  due  to  a  copyist. 

44.  {^nyo]  jL*.    This  is   a   copyist's  error  for  the  original 

JLX*.CB. 

D"lp]  <*o^.  This  is  the  result  of  a  copyist's  confusion  of 
J  and  i. 

]ns]  v®#A.  This  is  the  result  of  a  copyist's  confusion  of 
J  and  i. 

45.  nii^]  U=>>V  This  is  evidently  a  copyist's  error  for  the 
original  Jia^  and  is  due  to  a  confusion  of  ..  and  i. 

Dipy]  Aftjix.    Cf.  vs.  42  for  the  same  confusion  of  <i  and  a. 

46.  'bri^]  .00^.    So  also  MT  k're  and  Neh.  748. 

47.  bl)]  '^issa,-  This  is  the  result  of  copyist's  confusion  of 
J  and  ;. 

"^ni]  ;.,,^.  As  in  Neh.  7  49,  this  transposition  of  consonants 
is  due  to  a  copyist. 

iT'K"!]  JljI;.  This  is  due  to  a  copyist's  confusion  of  ■>  and  i. 
Cf.  the  worse  confusion  in  Neh.  7  50,  L.I  for  J-/?. 

48.  ]^5{"l]  vpj-}.  As  in  Neh.  7  50,  the  ;  is  a  copyist's  error, 
but  the  punctation  is  truly  Aramaic. 
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«Tlp3]  liaa;.  Here  is  a  confusion  of  1  and  ,,  as  well  as  of 
j>  and  o,  with  a  good  Semitic  name  as  the  result.  In  Neh. 
7  50  the  name  appears  as  lift*;. 

49.  nOD]  o.^^.  This  is  due  to  a  confusion  of  «  with  1. 
>Dn]  uaa.     This  is  due  to  a  confusion  of  j  with  *. 

50.  niD«]  Ueol.  This  is  due  to  a  confusion  of  j  with  *. 
D'':"iyi3]  r-j^jo.  This  is  due  to  a  confusion  of  ^^  with  k-. 
D''D''3i]  ^;x»aaj.    S.  reads  as  does  MT  k're. 

51.  Timn]  io-^*..  This  is  due  to  a  confusion  of  ;  with  ;. 
Cf.  Neh.  7  S3  where  la^-^j^  is  due  to  an  aural  error. 

52.  Sn^n»]  li^uo*.  This  is  probably  due  to  a  confusion  of  i 
with  ;;  but  several  Heb.  mss.  read  «"l^no  both  here  and  in 

Neh.  754. 

53.  Dipnn]  ^ojifjB.   This  is  due  to  a  confusion  of  j>  with  o. 
nan]    ^a^isol.     As  in  Neh.  756,  this  is  due  to  the  careless 

writing  of  a  scribe. 

54.  KB^an]  ia^^.  This  is  due  to  a  different  vocalization 
which  GB  also  has. 

55.  "^l^V]  r=»^.  This  is  due  to  the  omission  of  *  and  the 
confusion  of  ;  with  ?. 

n^h^]  y^*  »*ia.  The  uia  is  a  mistake.  The  translator  took 
^nnV  and  no^ty  as  two  names  as  in  vs.  58.  Neh.  7  60  S.  =  MT.  = 

•-tDD]  y>.j4^.     The  >*  is  due  to  the  preceding  yiA*. 
nnSDn]  1o;a*oI.     This  is  due  to  a  different  vocalization. 

56.  n'?J?^]  )L  The  ^  is  omitted  by  haplography  as  in  Neh. 
758  and  U^SLM.  wa=>  comes  from  vs.  57. 

]1p-n]  v*j>5l.     The  I  is  a  copyist's  error  for  1. 

57.  iTtaSB^  ""in]  is  omitted  here  and  transposed  to  vs.  56. 
h^^n]  ^o^.     This  is  due  to  a  different  vocalization. 
n"lDD]  lovjds.     This  is  due  to  a  confusion  of  *  and  ^  and 

to  a  different  vocalization. 

D^nsn]  I^N-.-  wis.     The  translator  took  "iJn  not  as  a  name 
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but  as  a   noun   and   wrongly  connected   it  with  K25J  whose 
plural  is   niK2:{.     Neh.  7  59  r^o^  uia;  GB  uiol  'Aoe^coeiv;  GA 
omits  and  reads:  uio'i,  and  as  usual  translates  literally. 
"IDN]  ij»l  is  a  copyist's  error  for  original  umI 

58.  no'rtJ'  nnV]  y>^«i^«  r-a^.  Cf.  note  on  vs.  55.  The  trans- 
lator wrongly  takes  as  two  separate  names. 

59.  n^O  7n]  J\x»i>\,I.  This  is  due  to  a  transposition  of  con- 
sonants. 

KB'in  ^n]  J.:^:^\l^.  The  translator  mistook  these  words  and 
prefixed  "^  =  place  to  which;  then  took  i<^yn  as  the  Ara- 
maic word  SB^in  for  "forest"  =  la^,  together  making  K:>A.\\. 
to  "Tel-'Aba".  Evidently  the  translator  knew  nothing  of 
the  geography  of  this  region. 

^IID]  uAto^o.  Again  the  translator  takes  this  as  a  place 
to  which  and  prefixed  "^  as  well  as  the  copula  "and".  He 
reads  a  dififerent  vocalization  and  a  scribe  has  added  . 
making  what,  to  him,  was  a  familiar  name. 

lOX  ]1«]  ("from)  Addan,  Immer"]  palll  ^^.o,]  "then  it  was 
reported".  As  in  Neh.  761,  S.  takes  these  names  for  a 
clause.  The  mistake  was  easy  to  make  as  the  translator 
thought  in  Aramaic  and  when  his  eye  caught  these  words 
he  carelessly  translated  as  above.  Cf.  his  careless  translation 
of  ^DDO  in  vs.  2. 

D«J  !  v'  ill.  S.  translates  MT's  "whether"  by  "except  that 
(they  were  of  Israel)."  In  MT  it  is  questionable  whether  these 
Exiles  were  of  the  stock  of  Israel;  in  S.  the  only  question 
is  their  ability  to  show  a  certificate  of  birth. 

60.  fc<TlpiJ  JLiJij.  This  is  due  to  a  scribe's  confusion  of  » 
and  i  and  to  a  dififerent  vocaUzation. 

61.  D^iHDn  ^i^DV].    S.  omits. 

y^pn]  jOQw*.  A  copyist  has  carelessly  transposed  the  con- 
sonants. 

62.  1«i{Di]    O^uiaI  =  i«so. 
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D''K'n"'nttn  D^riDj  \oo»kA'^}  1^N.(^.  Here  are  free  but  good 
translations,  and,  in  no  way,  presuppose  a  different  Hebrew 
original. 

63.  ^riE^innj  '^.J;^^-!,  |ju<.  This  is  an  unsuccessful  attempt 
to  explain  a  Persian  word  (tirsatha)  which  the  translator 
did  not  know.  More  than  700  years  intervened  between 
Ezra  and  the  translator  and  the  Persian  terms  for  office  were 
entirely  unknown  to  him.  The  plural  form  of  the  verb  is 
necessited  by  jjuv.   Cf.  Neh.  7  65  where  this  word  is  rendered 

jriD]  JLa;  jit^.  Here,  as  in  Esd.,  "the  high  priest"  is  an 
interpretative  translation. 

D^Oin^l  Dm«^]  liMjQ  ^A*j«  "and  he  shall  inquire  and  deter- 
mine (lit.  see)".  Here  a  paraphrase  of  the  terms  Urim  and 
Thummim  is  given  by  the  translator  as  the  original  signific- 
ance of  these  terms  was  unknown  to  the  popular  reader. 

65.  MT  nnisyoi  nnntJ^D  nrh\\  "and  their  singers  male  and 
female".    S.  yoo^^  ,^iiaa«jo;  \oe(AuoaiboQ  "and  their  servants  who 

were    serving    them "      This    mistake    arose    from    the 

similarity  of  the  words  DmtyD  and  D^mtyo. 

68.  1tt1pO-^V  n^OVnb  n\n^«n  n^^h  minn  =  they  gave  free 
will  offerings  for  the  house  of  God  to  establish  it  upon  its  site. 
S.  \0at\4ju3  oooto  oMjBo  .i.>po;  IKjiL^^  «^L^il{  =  they  planned 
together  for  the  house  of  the  Lord;  and  then  rose  up  and 
did  bravely.    S.  paraphrases  here  but  not  correctly. 

D^nb«n]  \^^  Cf.  15,38, 9. 

69.  CilODnj  lioua^ii.     S.  gives  the  Persian  equivalent. 
^^]  Kfc*  is  less  usual  than  Ka, 

1031].    S   omits  o  before  jamt. 

70.  U^.''.]  ojlsoi.  The  matres  lectionis  not  appearing  in  the 
ms.,  our  translator  read  \1^\ ;  then  he  added  «  to  the  words 
"singers  and  porters". 
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DrT'iyi]  voopvoiB*.    The  o  is  evidently  a  mistake  for  o. 

+  oooi  ^bw;  ^J«].    A  comparison  of  MT   und  S.  shows 
in  translation  the  following: 

MT.  S. 

"The  priests  and  levites, 
and  (the  rest)  of  the  people, 
and  the  singers,  and  porters 
and  the  Nethinim  dwelt  in 
their  cities,  even  all  Israel 
in  their  cities.'"^ 


"So  the  priests  and  levites  and 
a  part  of  the  people  and  part 
of  the  servants  and  part  of  the 
porters  and  the  Nethinim  and 
those  who  were  dwelling  in 
their  cities  returned;  and  all 
Israel  in  their  cities''  ^ 
MT  is  certainly  corrupt  as  it  stands.  S.  tried  to  remedy 
the  reading  with  the  above  result. 


I  Dittography.     (S.   corrected  as  above) 
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T.  n'?t5>n^-^«J  )Aa;oJX  Am»i^.  MT  has  the  people  already 
at  Jerusalem.  In  S.  the  people  gather  at  some  undefined 
place  "to  go  up  to  Jerusalem".  This  does  not  imply  that 
S.  had  a  Heb.  original  different  from  that  of  our  MT.  S.  pre- 
sents here  simply  a  paraphrastic  element  in  the  translation. 

2.  ^KTlbKB^]  '^I^.X*.  S's  reading  is  a  copyist's  mistake  for 
)^*i^U.    Cf.  3  8,  5  2  for  a  similar  error. 

D\-|^«n-t!^"'«]  l6^j  i.^^.  As  in  I  Chr.  23  14  und  II  Chr.  30  16 
S.  renders  the  MT  "man  of  God"  by  "prophet  of  God". 
Cf.  Dt.  33  I  und  Jos.  146  where  the  same  phrase  is  rendered 
in  S.  by  IchSs.,  at;.=k2k.. 

3.  riDTOn  'li''3M]  ijuopB  ^Ulo.  S.  translated  freely  by  a  pas- 
sive. 

nia^KS]  ll^i  IMjk*;.  S.  brings  out  the  force  of  the  strong 
Tiim  but  disregards  the  preposition  i. 

niUISn]  l^ju-poa  rr'f^a^!-  S.  gives  a  correct  paraphrastic 
translation. 

"Ipn"?  r\)h'}}]  l^j^  1^*2^^.  S.  has  the  singular;  but  whether 
this  is  due  to  the  translator  or  to  a  copyist  who  altered  the 
pi.  lloJi^  by  carelessly  copying,  we  do  not  know. 

4.  n^j;]  Hols..  Cf.  vs.  3.  Here  S,,  the  Greek  versions 
and  several  Heb.  mss.  have  the  plural.  This  seems  to  be 
preferable. 

6.  m^VJ  '^^i^.   Cf.  on  vs.  3. 
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nO"  «*?)  pos^ll  i^  U**:^  U^.  Mt  represents  the  temple  as 
not  yet  begun,  "the  foundation  was  not  laid;"  S.  represents 
the  work  as  "not  yet  completed". 

7.  Dn^^l  D^ns^l  Ui-.-j^o  JL-voj.    S.  transposes  the  order. 
SID'  Q^'buj  i^oA.  jjo-La.    S.  translates  "by  the  sea  to  Joppa" 

freely  but  well.    Cf.  II  Chr.  2  15. 

8.  D\n^«nj  J^p...    Cf.    I  5,  2  68. 
D^B^IT^J   >AjkioAa,.     Cf.    I  3,  4. 

unnj  ijjt.  S.  is  obviously  an  error  for  the  original  -;*  ==  MT. 
The  i  was  confused  with  1  and  then  to  make  a  Syriac  word  * 
was  added. 

D'linDnj  IvJBOJo.  The  addition  of  o  is  due  to  a  misunder- 
standing of  S. 

n:$i7]  Ntt*a  loooo^.  In  rendering  the  Mt  "to  superintend" 
by  "to  be  by  the  day",  the  translator  wrongly  reads 
for  n^i^  which,  in  the  unpointed  text,  was  written  with  the 
same  radicals,  viz:  nSib  "in  perpetuo",  "daily". 

9.  Vnt<1  Vi2|  .Qiaia*  -oiajkilo.  S.  changes  the  order  as 
in  vs.  7. 

7K''0^pJ  JLoo^o.  This  is  due  to  a  careless  scribe  who 
omitted  the  final  '^  as  in  240. 

miiT  ■'i2]  i-;ocN  wj;=»o.  S.  has  preserved  this  name  better 
than  MT.    Cf.  2  40. 

ntyy-'py  nsi*?J  ^^^^  vooou,.  S.  translates  MT  "to  superinted 
the  doing  (of  the  work)"  by  "who  were  doing"  because  of 
his  misunderstanding  n^Ji"?  in  vs.  8. 

JT'iil  otKj*^;.    This  is  merely  a  free  translation. 

D\n^«nj  ^po,.    Cf.  1 5,  2  68,  3  8. 

^^i^J  ;pet.  The  confusion  of  ;  and  ;  is  due  to  a  copyist; 
but  the  interchange  of  H  and  n  doubtless  goes  back  to  the 
translator. 

10.  D''i3n]  jijULa,.  The  MT  "the  builders"  is  rendered  in  S. 
"of  the   building".     This   is   not    correct.     One  might  think 
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the   original    read   UXa;  =  MT;    but  this  would  involve   the 
change  of  position  of  Uis,  which  should  come"  directly  after 

n^pj>*5]  *j«o.  S.  translates  MT  "and  they  stationed"  by 
"and  they  rose  up".  S's  reading  (noj;];l)  agrees  with  several 
Heb.  Mss.  as  well  as  with  the  Greek  versions  and  doubt- 
lessly represents  the  original. 

ni"1SUniJ  ^eta  ,j*joo  hi^y,  fKjfjB  ,^^mU.  S.  here  freely  renders 
MT's  "with  trumpets"  by  "and  holding  rams'  horns  and 
blowing  them". 

D^n'piJDnj  l>aax*a.  S.  renders  the  MT's  "with  trumpets"  by 
"with  cymbals".  But  S.  hardly  had  a  different  Heb.  original. 
Cf.  proceeding  note. 

11.  minai  ^^nn  1ij;'1J  /^^*iiJt»^o.  IK>,o^.^  a^i.^8.  S.  renders 
freely  but  well. 

nyTin]  JL^aoa.  This  is  a  mistake  in  Lee's  text  for  J-a^aoAa 
(Walton). 

IDinj  i\^«*.  True  to  the  idea  expressed  in  vs.  6,  MT's 
laying  of  the  foundation  of  the  temple  is  S's  "completion"  of 
the  same. 

12.  ■'B'W'II]  u*--i.     S.  carelessly  omits  the  copula. 

HD-^n  ]1tyN-in  n^nn-riK]  U»^  iai  cpx^i^  Jio.  IN.">N.  S.  renders 
MT's  "the  first  house,  when  its  foundation  was  laid"  by 
"this  house  in  its  great  former  honor"  (=ni53);  and  pro- 
bably has  alone  of  all  the  versions  preserved  an  original 
reading.    Cf.  Bewer  p.  46. 

HD^n]   fio^   ^.     Cf  vs.  II. 

nnotyi]  IIoj^uao.  S.  reads  the  copula  with  Esd.  which  is 
the  correct  reading.  MT  should  be  changed  to  read  nnotyil 
accordingly. 

13.  nnctJTIJ.    This  is  omitted  by  S.  through  oversight. 

3 
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^Ipni]  Uaaj  JLao.    Cf.  translation  of  MT  and  S.  following: 


MX 
"And  the  people  could  not 
distinguish  the  sound  of  the 
shout  of  joy  from  the  sound 
of  the  people's  weeping;  be- 
cause the  people  were  shout- 
ing a  great  shout  and  the 
sound   was  heard  for  a  long 


S. 
"And  the  people  could  not 
hear  the  sound  of  the  trum- 
pets, because  the  people  were 
blowing  the  trumpets  with 
a  loud  noise,  and  the  sound 
of  weeping  was  heard  for  a 
long  distance." 


distance." 

Both  MT    and    S.   are    confused    because  the   Hebrew  is 
corrupt. 
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2.  nini]  ,^  ^l  ks^.  S.  brings  out  the  meaning  freely  but 
correctly  by  rendering  "we  also  will  build". 

t^mij  Jtaj.  S.  repeats  "we  will  build";  but  this  a  copyist's 
error  for  JLx^j  =  S^mi. 

DTiat  12n3N  N^IJ  Uiot  vt*M->;  oai«>t^«.  S.  had  the  same  read- 
ing as  I^'re,  i.  e.  ^b]  for  nh)  and  freely  and  pointedly  adds 
"here,"  evidently  meaning  these  "enemies"  also  had  been  in 
the  habit  of  worshipping  Jahweh  a^  Jerusalem. 

pmD«]  o-.'HuA«g.  This  reading  of  "Sennacherib"  for  "Esar- 
haddon"  by  no  means  makes  the  presupposition  of  a  diffe- 
rent underlying  text  necessary.  Sennacherib,  the  father  of 
Esarhaddon,  was  more  familiar  to  the  translator  than  his 
son,  and  the  misreading  may  therefore  have  been  quite  ac- 
cidental. 

3.  l^-fca].    S.  freely  adds.    Cf.  note  on  i  i. 

"J^tsn].  S.  omits  as  does  G.  and  Esd.:  MT  should  be 
corrected  accordingly;  for  "king  Cyrus  king  of  Persia"  is 
evidently  redundant. 

4.  |»n«n  Dy]  J.ja»^.  The  MT  "people  of  the  land",  z.  e. 
common  people,  seems  always  to  denote  a  contrast  with 
Israel,  "the  chosen  people".  Originally  the  phrase  meant 
the  native  races  of  Palestine  and  later  the  heathen.  The 
irony  of  MT  is  lost  by  S.  which  freely  renders  "peoples". 
Cf.  3  4   where    this   phrase   is  also  paraphrased.     9 1   shows 

3* 
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clearly  the  significance  of  the  phrase  as  meaning  "heathen"; 
S.  here  renders  "people  of  the  provinces"  which  brings  out 
the  exact  meaning, 

niiS^l     voxai  jl,.     This  is  a  free  but  good  translation. 

5.  D'^liyV]  1^90:00.  This  is  evidently  a  copyist's  error  in  S. 
for  the  original  JJicAio  =  U'^'^VV.  Thorndyke  in  Walton  sug- 
gests   jJLsO\SB. 

nyi]  i»^,  without  the  copula. 

6.  tJ'mC'nsj  JLa^jo  *.rJju.\.    Cf  note  on  i  i. 

nitiC']  ju^^.  In  the  sense  of  accusation  K^  does  not 
occur  elsewhere.  It  is  therefore  most  likely  that  the  trans- 
lator wrote  ji4.*o  =  MT  which  a  copyist  corrupted  to  K^--. 

7.  ublif^]  r^f^  VA*o.  S.  completely  misunderstood  this  name 
and  took  it  as  the  noun  A»  with  the  preposition  o  stand- 
ing pregnantly  for  >A*r»  "^U  =  he  sahited, 

mino]  li;«»».  The  confusion  of  '•>  and  ;  and  is  due  to  a 
scribe.    Cf   i  8  where  the  same  error  occurs. 

8.  The  section  from  48—618  is  in  Aramaic. 

D^b]  ba^^«i^  which  in  49,  17,  23  is  written  ]-»s^  but  in 
each  instance  appears  to  be  a  mistake  for  \^»^  which  we 
must  read  in  all  cases.  (So  also  Payne  Smith,  Thesaurus 
Syriacus,  col.  1431).  In  view  of  the  persistent  mistake  it 
may,  however,  be  suggested  that  i.^*.^  is  really  Tdyp-a,  al- 
though this  is  ordinarily  written  Jja.«JL.  In  4  18  DVt3  is  trans- 
lated by  JLaa^«^!  =  SidTaypua. 

"•tyiaiy]  «ma].  Without  the  final  yodh  occurs  also  in  49,  17,  23. 

t<OiD]  ixooMi  y\-  This  is  a  wrong  translation  which  con- 
nects  SOi   with   i-rcoaoj. 

9.  S^Dr^D'lBK'l]  UfAjeolo.  The  nature  of  the  officials  repre- 
sented by  MT  is  uncertain.  S.  gives  an  interpretation.  Mar- 
quart  (cf  notes  in  Bertholet's  "Esra  und  Nehemia"  p.  15) 
argues  for  S's  reading  (N^IBD). 
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W^^Slb]  l^'rl  stands  for  the  original  Pi^;.^.  A  scribe  has 
omitted  the  ^. 

"•IDIN]  JLAavf.     This  shows  a  confusion  of  o  and  o. 
Kim]  JLo,j  =  K're  «''m. 

10.  ISiDN]  ,*.afnt.  This  is  due  to  a  confusion  of  ;  and  » 
and  the   transposition  of  the  j  corrupted  to  j;  originally  it 

was    jfttmt. 

n^lpa]  JL.vojxa.  S.  reads  "in  the  cities  of  (the  province  of) 
Samaria".  Cf  II.  Kings  1724.  This  is  better  than  MT. 
G  =  S. 

1«tyi].    S.  omits. 

ni^Dl]  isjxa/o.  This  transliteration  shows  that  the  trans- 
lator did  not  understand  this  word  which  the  Aramaic 
papyri  from  Elephantine  show  was  the  regular  particle  (also 
written  DVD  and  ]V3)  to  introduce  the  matter  of  a  letter 
after  the  greeting.  It  should  be  translated  "to  proceed"  or 
"further".  Obviously  it  did  not  originally  occur  in  this  verse; 
as  it  stands,  it  is  a  copyist's  mistake  brought  in  from  the 
following  verse  (cf.  Payne  Smith,  T/ies.  .S;/r  under  ^j»  col.  1790: 
"Pro  nij^2  I.  Esd  IV.  10,  II  extat  in  Polygl.  ^Ai>~al,  sed  codd. 
Poc.  et  Uss.  in  V.  10  exhibent  K^i.  ^.1,  in  v.  11  Ki:»~al.  Valet 
voc.  Chald.  nJJ^S  s/c,  ita,  et  caetera,  sed  pro  nom.  prop, 
habuisse  videtur  Syrus.")  Both  MT  and  S.  must  be  cor- 
rected by  omitting  this  word.  Cf.  Vulg.  'in  pace";  G.  rightly 
omits. 

11.  niVDI]  ioikJilo.  Cf.  note  on  vs.  10.  Here  this  word  is 
used  correctly. 

12.  "•"nB''!]  oMiOAo  with  suffix  =  G. 
K^t^NI]  e^^li^o  with  suffix  =  G. 

13.  ]J?D]  Jb»o».  Cf.  note  on  vs.  10.  Again  S.  misunderstood 
this  word. 

]1ini^  «•?  ijSlI  ^hl  miO]  ^  io^  \l\^.  S.  paraphrases  MT's 
"tribute,  custom,  or   toll  they  will  not  give"  by  "there  will 
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be  no  tribute  for  thee".  This  paraphrase  omits  )b2  and  '5]^n 
which  the  translator  apparently  did  not  understand.  ^^2  is 
the  Assyrian  dzl^u;  "^bn  does  not  occur  in  Biblical  Hebrew. 
Cf.  GAB.  cpopoi  oi)K  ecovrai  csoi  =  S.  It  looks  as  if  S.  and 
G.  had  read  ^"j  ^inb  n"?  (cf.  Bewer  ad  loc.) 

pOnn  D^d'tO  DnSXI]  >s.,l  j)  ,^.>\io  -o,  *lo.  S.  again  para- 
phrases MT  =  "and  the  royal  taxation  will  suffer  damage" 
by  "neither  will  she  (z.  e.  the  city)  recognize  kings"  /.  e.  -«  -si 
for  DnDi<  which  has  been  a  source  of  conjecture  from  the 
earliest  time  of  scientific  criticism.  The  best  reading  is  cnDK. 
The  Greek  versions  did  not  know  the  meaning  of  this 
word  either.  pTinn  is  then  very  freely  translated,  although 
S.  knew  its  meaning  quite  well,  cf  vs.  15. 

14.  I^Dj  Vuisoo.    Cf.  note  in  vss.  10,  u,  13, 
SD^D^J.    S.  omits. 

15.  -IDD^  np3^]  ^^.a  Ul.  For  MPs  "let  search  be  made 
in  the  book",  S.  has  "do  thou  read  the  book". 

inntS'HI]  ^3vo»  JLiioi^Io.    S.  renders  freely.     Cf  note  on  11. 

16.  nniU'l]  <i^.va».    S.  and  GB   follow  the  K'thib  =  cf  vs.  12. 
p^n]  ii^aji.     S.  renders  MT's  "part"  by  "rule".     This  is 

a  free  but  good  translation, 

17.  S.  connects  vss.  16  and  17  by  •,  the  copula. 
"'tfi'OB^I]  wuua*  loli^o.    S.  carries  over  the  force  of  by. 
■lty«1]    ,e^i^,  Ur*   lo^o.     This  is  due  to  the  force  of  by 

as  above. 

nyD]  occurs  elsewhere  as  niVD  cf.  vss.  10,  11.  S.  reads 
^.:v\jo  ^  and  connects  with  vs.  18.  K.xi»  ^  "when  it  arrives", 
represents  a  mere  conjecture  on  the  part  of  the  translator. 
Cf  vss.  10,  13. 

18.  t^ivV]  -loi^.  S.  renders  correctly  and  naturally  "to 
me",  /.  e.  the  king. 

"""Ip]  ppB.    S.  renders  a  passive  by  3  pi.  active. 
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19.  Pp^l]  ofjio.    Cf.  note  on  vs.  15. 
"innt5'«"l]  U?  Uokalo.    Cf.  vs.  15. 

20.  ])7\b  :in"*no  "jSm  i^n  moi]  v»*'  o-^^**  iJ  y^*^  u»r*  ^  -''^^^  <>■ 

MT  "and  tribute,  toll,  and  custom  was  paid  them".  S.  "and 
for  the  former  kings  they  had  no  regard  at  all".  S.  here 
departs  from  MT  in  a  radical  manner.  When  we  compare 
this  verse  with  vs.  13,  we  see  that  the  same  difficulty  was 
found  with  the  loan  word  l^i  (biltu)  but  miO  was  under- 
stood, while  1^'^  (riot  found  in  Biblical  Hebrew)  caused  dif- 
ficulty. Here  the  translator  who  did  not  know  the  correct 
rendering  has  done  the  best  he  could  and  paraphrased. 

21.  ]V3]  VwAio.    Cf  vs.  14. 

22.  )b^].    S.  omits. 

]O^J3]  i-a^^v.  Probably  the  plural  sign  was  carelessly 
omitted  by  a  copyist. 

23.  n-p]  111  ^.  "When  it  (the  letter)  came."  This  is  a 
free  but  good  translation. 

mm]  +  i»s!si  '^^i''^.  With  QL,  S.  alone  preserves  the  ori- 
ginal text.  The  title  nyVi'by^  must  be  inserted  in  the  Aramaic. 
Cf.  vss.  8,  9,  17. 

jinmiSI]  v««>tlaalj  ,A>I  >.jj»«.  S.  renders  MT's  "their  com- 
panions" by  "and  before  those  who  were  their  equals"  as 
in  vs.  7. 

1'?t^^]  q1<)I  ^^ot.    S.  renders  freely. 
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CHAPTER  V 

K'>K''ai]  i-Lzu.  S.  has  quite  grammatically  "Haggai  the  pro- 
phet and  Zechariah  the  son  of  Iddo  the  prophet".  This  is 
certainly  better  than  MT  and  it  may  present  the  original 
text.  The  alternative  is  to  follow  Esd.  in  omitting  n^'^21 
after  ^in. 

3.  ""ilU  "intJ']  vioajK*!.  This  is  due  to  a  confusion  of  i  and 
1  and  to  the  omission  of  final  ^  which  in  the  translator's  Ms, 
may  not  have  been  written.  S.  quite  correctly  writes  the 
names  as  one  word, 

unb]  i-9^ji^«  \ottt^.  S.  freely  adds  "and  to  the  rest",  inter- 
preting MT's  "to  them"  as  applying  only  to  the  leaders,  z.  e. 
Zerubbabel  and  Jeshua. 

n^'?Dt56]  aiofjo^.  This  is  a  free  but  good  translation. 
Cf.  4  16. 

4.  fc<DiD]  J-cooiai  y-l.     Cf  note  on  48. 

W^IDS]  opof.  S.  and  G.  have  preserved  here  the  original 
text.     MT  must  be  emended  to  read  Tnot^. 

5.  Dnn^«j  loCi..    S.  and  G.  omit  the  suffix. 

^ityj  l^-cui,  S.  and  G.  translate  "elders  of"  by  "captivity 
of"  because  both  read  Xi  for  b'. 

ion  ^"p^^J  oN&^a,  The  translator  of  S.  omitted  the  pronoun 
and  translated  the  pa'el  as  pe'al.  MT  "they  did  not  compel 
them  to  stop";   S.  "they  did  not  stop". 
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6.  •'Jna  "intJ*]  v)«^^'.     Cf.  note  on  vs.  3. 
«"«3D"IB«].    S.  omits. 

7.  «^D].     S.  omits. 

8.  n^2b].    S.  omits. 

«^^nDn  Dlrntt  J?«1]  6.^;=,  ^^.^  Jj^oxo  U-^o.  S.  freely 
renders  MT's  "and  wood  is  put  into  the  walls"  by  "and 
many  transverse  beams  are  joined  together  in  its  walls". 

gu#\.  '^)!o  j»^.*o  JLai  ljja:i.o  ^l.  S.  paraphrases  MT's  "and  this 
work  is  done  diligently  and  prospers"  by  "and  great  works 
are  done  there;  and  the  great  work  (literally,  goes  up  and 
proceeds  to  the  top)  z.  e.  is  progressing  well".  Note  «3"1DD« 
is  translated  here  by  li^voi,  it  is  omitted  in  68,  but  in  612 
is  rendered  by  V^^  (quickly),  in  7  21  it  is  rendered  K.,JL^xaA. 
(zealously),  and  in  7  17,  26  by  ivJLsu^  (carefully). 

9.  SOiD]  JLacKO.  S.  here  (also  in  vs.  11)  correctly  translates 
this  word.    Esd.  omits.  GAB=   MT. 

10.  DB'J  lo^Aa.  S.  and  G.  here  have  the  plural.  But  this 
does  not  necessitate  a  different  Aramaic  original  ==  nriDll^, 

11.  «y"1K1].  Omits.  S.  has  here  the  usual  form  JLia*,  JoO^  = 
D^DtJ'n  M^i<.  It  is  possible  that  S.  has  here  preserved  the 
better  text  as  the  phrase  in  the  Persian  period  =  S. 

W^l  r^^l]  ^:^*^^\  )">•  ''^-A^;  Jjjoao.  S.  is  paraphrastic  "and 
the  building  of  this  house  which  we  are  building". 

\ni3  D"l]  «o(ai=»-ioio.    S.  mistook  the  two  words  for  one,  i.  e. 

•'mininn  cf  Dan.  5 1, 3- 

12.  ^3:1].   S.  omits. 

13.  ^33]  .«o}.3;.  S.  correctly  calls  Cyrus  King  of  Persia. 
MT's  connotation  is  of  course  original,  King  of  Babylon,  is 
Cyrus's  title  also  in  the  cuneiform  inscriptions.  GAB  omit. 
Esd.  =  PaciXeuovTog  Kupou  X'^'^^P^'-'^  BapuXcovlag. 

14.  1!Ji13Ui]  +  ^>i>^. 

«^D\n^]  ai^.»ei^.  Esd.  also  has  the  suffix  ev  rip  daurou  vauj. 
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S's  oil^tt.^  '^ikrA.  for  MX  b22  n  iibynb  represents  a  free 
translation  rather  than  a  witness  of  a  different  Aramaic 
original. 

'l^^B'B']  i^auut.    S.  has  a  confusion  of  c»  and  ^. 

12\T1]  «aoMO.    S.  and  G.  read  singular. 

15.  nriNJ  >»LAco  "^^ikotQ.  S.  freely  renders  "and  bring  (and) 
place". 

NnV«].    S.  omits. 

16.  Hrhii  n^2]  Jio,  IK-o.  This  may  not  be  the  origin.il 
Syriac  reading  but  a  scribal  corruption  of  ioi:!^  ^j^. 

17.  b222  ^1  non  wbo-'T  sn::  n^2n|  ti^  t^  i^u  u^jl* 

^*^-^i  J-aioo;.  MT's  "in  the  king's  treasury  there  which  is  in 
Babylon",  S.  renders  "in  the  records,  that  are  in  the  treasury 
of  the  kings  of  Babylon".  That  MT  here  is  not  the  ori- 
ginal text  Esd.  (ev  toli;  paoiXiKotg  j3il3XiocpoXaKioic;  toO 
Kopioo  ^acJiXecoc;  roiq  ev  Ba^oAtbvi)  as  well  als  S.  bear  wit- 
ness. S.  presents  the  nearest  to  the  original  (perhaps  is 
original)  =  "rna  H  «d'?»  n  «n:3  n^:i2  n  «nSDa.  Cf  Bewer, 
ad  loc. 

"^n]  !  =  ""n.  This  reading  is  also  in  several  Aram.  Mss.  and 
in  Esd.  G.  has  both.    S.  has  the  preferable  reading. 
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CHAPTER  VI 

1.  i^nnno  «vi:i  n  k^isd  n^na  np:ii|  ii^  i^=»  ioi,  jisk^  I;jbo. 

S.  renders  MT's  "and  they  searched  in  the  hall  of  records 
where  the  treasures  were  laid  up"  by  "and  he  read  the  re- 
cords which  are  in  the  treasury".  S.  gives  a  paraphrastic 
translation,  keeping,  as  does  G.,  Darius  as  subject.  For  the 
translation  of  "lp:n  by  /r*  cf.  415,  19. 

2.  riDnB'm]  uu.a»Io.    S.  keeps  the  same  subject  as  in  vs.  i. 
«n»n«i]  v^isa^ia.    S.  here   preserves  the  original  form  of 

the  Persian  name.    Cf.  BDB. 

«m^33]  l\x.jjo.  This  may  be  a  corruption  of  the  original 
llfxska  which  a  copyist  misread  lbwi.,p(i=»,  as  a  result  of  this, 
^ni-'lD  after  nD3  was  omitted. 

T^'^^'^y^  nun]  i^ij;  oio.^.  MT  "(There  was  written)  in  it  a 
record".  S.  "(und  thus  was  written)  in  the  volume".  A  copyist 
has  inadvertently  written  Wr^i.  for  j'i-ao;. 

3.  DJ?t3  D^]  ,-«iso  i^osoj  -fixD.     This  is  a  double  translation. 
n^t^n^n]  A*'oi.a  i«l,  =  nbtJ^ITn-^'l.    So  read  several  Aram. 

mss.,  Esd.,  G.  and  Vulg.  This  is  the  original  text  and  MT 
must  be  corrected  accordingly. 

Nri"«n].  S.  omits,  as  do  Esd.  and  GL,  because  their  con- 
struction of  the  sentence  does  not  require  it. 

]"«'?:siDtt]  «,.  This  manifestly  is  a  serious  scribal  mistake 
for  ^^'^  =  MT. 

jTity]   ^;.xfti..    S.    corresponds    here    to    I.   Kings  62   and 
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apparently  represents  the  original.  MT  was  probably  occa- 
sioned by  the  proceeding  yr\^. 

4.  "^2^i]  i-^il.  It  is  not  likely  that  S.  had  a  different  Aramaic 
text.  Either  this  a  free  rendeiing  facilitated  by  the  (cor- 
rupt) reading  mn  which  S.  follows  or  it  is  a  scribal  correc- 
tion for  the  original  h^r>o. 

5.  ISinDUiJ  4-  liCijo.    Cf  note  on   i  i. 
D'?ti*'lTn-n  «b3\T]a].    S.  omits  through  oversight 

y>o(iLjL^  >A*ioi3j  JLi-eH^..  S.  mistook  the  sense  and  translated 
MT's  "let  them  restore  and  let  it  (all)  come  to  the  temple 
which  is  in  Jerusalem,  to  its  place"  by  "and  they  restored 
(them)  and  they  came  to  their  places  to  the  temple  which 
is  in  Jerusalem".  S's  suffixes  are  naturally  correct,  but  that 
does  not  mean  that  S.  had  a  different  original  Aramaic 
from  MT.  yoet^-oQ^  and  \ooi;li)  are  doublets,  of  which  the 
latter  is  secondary.  A  reader  who  missed  it  at  the  end 
inserted  it. 

nnni]  o^ja>wIlo.  S.  translates  MT's  "and  put  down"  by  "and 
they  assembled  them  together".  MT  is  not  correct,  but  S. 
translated  freely.  It  seems  most  likely  that  the  original  trans- 
lator wrote  the  imperfect  of  the  various  verbs  in  this  verse 
as  is  demanded  by  the  sense. 

6.  «^2D-1D«J  JL^A*.    S.  renders  freely. 

7.  «^in^  nns  ^nj  Ui'^  ^uoj^^i,.  S.  translates  MT's  "that 
governor  of  the  Jews"  by  "that  the  Jews  may  do  it".  Some 
commentators  would  omit  this  passage  in  MT  as  a  gloss. 
GB  omits,  but  GAL  follow  MT. 

■"^tyj  l^-k^*  as  in  5  5.  S.  makes  good  sense:  "Leave  the 
work  of  the  house  of  God  alone  that  the  Jews  may  do  it 
and  also  (let  alone)  the  captivity  of  the  Jews  that  the  house 
of  God  may  be  built  upon  its  place."  It  is  not  probable, 
however,  that  S.  had  a  different  underlying  Aramaic. 
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•qn].    S.  omits. 

S.   renders    MT's    "what   you  shall  do  in   cooperation   with 
those  elders  of  the  Jews",  by  "take    care  that  you  do  not 
quarrel  with  the  captivity  of  the  Jews".    S.  paraphrases. 
'^b»].    S.  omits. 

nili  ^n]  Hfr*'-  MT  "out  of  the  King's  revenues  which  are 
from  the  tribute  of  Abarnahara"  allows  the  Jews  to  have 
a  portion  "of  the  tribute"  while  S.  more  liberally  "of  the 
king's  revenues  and  the  tribute  which  (is  gotten)  in  Abar- 
nahara". This  is  an  example  of  S's  free  rendering. 
«inDD«].    S.  omits. 

S'jtsn'?  i6-^l]  ,eH-^  v^'*^  ^  'r^"-  S-  renders  freely. 
9.  -jnti^n  noi]  voc^  vo^ja^l  i^  >.^o  .voeCv.  aao,  ,^_i,  y.r»^  S.  ren- 
ders MT's  "and  what  they  need"  by  "and  give  them  what 
they  wish  and  do  not  let  anything  be  wanting  for  them". 
S.  has  here  not  only  a  doublet,  but  anticipates  also  the  verb, 
which  it  translates  again  after  the  catalogue. 

nJ2K03]  ^jji9!  ]^l    This  is  a  free  but  good  translation, 
nn^na]   ^L»   voo«a.    S.  translates  MT's  "causing  it  to  be 
given"  by  "let  them  bring  (or  they  shall  bring)".     This  is  a 
free  translation. 

10.  fnin-':]  Jiai*J..    MT  "incense"  by  "sacrifices"  is  a  free 

rendering. 

«D'?tt  ''^nh]  Ui^  V^.    S.  freely  renders  "on  behalf  of  the 
king"  MT's  "for  the  life  of  the  king". 

MT  "and  let  him  be  crucified  and  fastened  on  it  (i.  e.  the 
beam)".  S.  "and  let  them  make  him  a  cross  and  crucify  him 
upon  it".    S.  is  a  full  and  free  rendering. 

12.  pty  ^n]  ,..>>n>t;.     This  is  a  copyist's  error  for  ^v 

^1].     This  is  a  scribal  doublet. 

niJD^]  <:i»^.    MT  "he  shall  over  throw";  S.  "he  shall  dwell". 
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S.  presents  here  a  scribal  error  for  >-m^.  This  is  a  con- 
fusion of  '^  and  >^. 

n3j;n'']  r^]>.  S.  "that  he  quickly  perish".  A  scribe  wrote 
I  for  >4-;  the  original  Syr.  was  w^^J. 

13,  "'iTU  ir\^]  y^f^Ailsjkl.  This  is  always  so  written  in 
Ezra. 

"'1  h^p^]  ?  yr»-  "Because"  is  rendered  by  S.  "the  thing 
that". 

Nd'po  imi].    S.  carelessly  omits. 

KOiD]  l^oioj  y>l.    S.  did  not  understand  this  word. 

14.  ^IltJ']  lio^AA.  As  in  55,  67,  8.  S.  mistakes  ty  for  \!^; 
in  59,  however,  S.  translates  correctly. 

]"'i3]  ^^v,    S.  translates  freely. 

«nj>]  o^i..    Cf.  51. 

nnll'B'nmsi]  V*»<^il;  JLjessaaaj  ^o.    S,  repeats  the  phrase. 

16.  ^<n"l'?Il]  ijooM.    S.  translates  freely. 

MT  "the  dedication  of  this  house  of  God  with  joy";  S.  "the 
feast  for  this  house,  which  is  the  house  of  God,  with  joy". 
S.  gives  a  needless  repetition. 

17.  nil].    S.  omits. 

^«"«y^-'?rVj?  K^tan^]  V,l;.mJ  uia,  \t^  ,n-><iv)\.  MT  "for  a 
sinoffering  for  all  Israel";  S.  "to  remit  the  sins  of  the 
Israelites".     S.  gives  a  free  but  good  translation. 

18.  linni^DD     and     ]innp'?n02].      S.     renders     freely     by 

\0at\juutl. 

anba  m^nv^y]  l<JS'^?  '*^?  '^r*^^  '*^-  S.  agrees  with  GL 
and  is  better  than  MT.  We  must  insert  therefore  in  the 
Aramaic  text  n''3  before  Kn7«. 

ntJ'D  1SD  3nD3]  JLfcojo,  J-eoayui  i^K-oa  cx^Kji  y*l.  S.  renders 
freely.    Cf  note  on   i  i. 

20.  riDDn  "lBni5''1]  J^^a^  l<.»t  al^-eo.    S.  avoids  the  pregnant 
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Heb.   construction  "they  killed  the  passover"  by  "and  they 
killed  the  sheep  at  the  passover". 
DH^I]  vootik-  aIo,    S.  renders  freely. 

21.  nbi:in»]  '^.^a,  IK^a*  ^.  S.  adds  paraphrastically  "of 
Babylon". 

'tDI]  Vs.  MT  has  not  only  the  returned  exiles  but  also 
all  others  who  qualified;  S.  has  only  those  of  the  returned 
who  qualified. 

xnbs],    S.  omits  as  the  sense  did  not  seem  to  require  it. 

tS^Tl'?]  y,r^  «iA.jXi^.  MT  "to  seek",  by  S.  "to  pray  before". 
This  is  a  free  rendering. 

22.  DNi'pSn]  UiM  as  often  in  S.  cf.  i  6,  8,  3  8,  9. 
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CHAPTER  VII 

I.  nbi<T\]  +  ^*t>ii^.    S.  freely  expands. 

4-  ""^V]  -r*te»-     This  is  a  copyist's   error   for  -ix.    Cf.  Neh. 

12  19,  42. 

5.  "1Ty^i<]  jcvaS^.  It  is  possible  that  this  name  was  pronounc- 
ed as  by  S. 

ty«in  ]'n'2n]  ]io^.  MX  has  "Aaron,  the  high  priest".  S.  takes 
li*fc<in  with  the  next  word,  wrongly. 

nbv  «1tV  «in]  jbI^?  Ui^  ].o,  U^;.  MT,  "this  Ezra  went  up". 
S.  "Ezra  was  the  first  who  went  up".    Cf.  vs.  5. 

6.  INHD]  jjoj»juu.    S.  renders  freely. 

Ufioj.  inu^pn  h2  is  translated  by  l^^^  ^1?  li^coso.  mn^-n^D 
V^y  Vn^K  is  represented  by  i-poj  cHXBOMia  yi-oa.  This  is  strange, 
for  in  vs.  9  S.  translates  this  phrase  correctly,  i-^po,  oM»aaaia 
suggests  that  the  translator  mistook  n"in''"T':!  for  nilT'  mn 
and  further  ^ou  suggests  that  he  took  the  l"?  of  "J^on  as 
a  verb.  S.  =  "the  favor  to  walk  in  the  law  of  the  Lord 
as  he  wished". 

7.  omtfi^Dm]  iubojuD  voio,.  S.  omits  1  and  translates  D'miS'Dn 
V.  15.     cf.  note  on  241. 

DnVB^m]  Kvl  ^o.    MT  "and  the  porters";  S.  "and  some  of 
the  porters".     This  is  merely  a  free  rendering. 
d'jB^IT  •?«]  +  a/»:i^,  ,-.\-l  <.o.    S.  adds  freely. 
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8.  »y*)]  olio  =  "l«a''1,  so  also  3  Heb.  mss.,  GAB  and  Vulg. 
MT  in  Vss,  8—9  considers  Ezra  as  subject  and  so  uses  the 
singular;  the  versions  regard  the  exiles  as  subject  and  so 
use  the  plural. 

9.  in«3].    S.  omits. 

IC  ^)T\]  o*;jt.  S.  uses  pi.  as  in  vs.  8  (^.  v.;  but  had  no 
different  original  text. 

«2]  oil.    Cf.  note  on  vs.  8. 

^^hv  nmtan  vn^«"TDi  v»«>^  ^U';  '•^*^!  'r*'  r^-   MT  "Ac^ 

cording  to  the  good  hand  of  his  God  upon  him".  S.  "ac- 
cording to  the  hand  of  God  which  prospered  them".  Both 
MT  and  S.  consistently  carry  out  their  preferences  begun 
in  vs.  8.' 

10.  ^y^b]  ,-\\'*f\.  S.  renders  freely  and  awkwardly,  be- 
cause the  same  verb  follows  almost  directly  afterwards  again. 
It  is  therefore  a  fair  question  whether  the  original  did  not 
have  Js-5v»\.  which  is  the  exact  equivalent  of  tJ^1"T^.    Cf.  10  16. 

fiStS'DI  'pTi]  JLiujo  jLxboMj.  The  plural  signs  may  of  course 
be  due  to  a  copyist. 

11.  ''Iin  1DD  "iSDn]  l.>a;i5j^is^j  i^so.  The  versions  have  diffi- 
culties with  this.  GAB  tco  Ypaiijiatet  ^ipXiou  Xoyojv  which 
corresponds  to  ''"13T  1SD  "IBD.  Esd.  paraphrases  lib  and 
omits  these  words.  S.  simplifies  by  omitting  "IDDH  either  de- 
liberately or  accidentally. 

^Wliy^-bj;]  ^.l^a^l  *^^  Vi.  as  in  71,  S.  adds  ^.»  freely. 

12.  «"'3bia  •]'?»]  J'>\-»  ^  laJuo.    Cf.  note  on  i  i, 
\l^rr\  1SD]  jjsoMj  ^AXD  IfAroo.    S.  adds  \iAto^  freely. 

"T'D)!]  )Aa.  GABj  Esd.,  Vulg.  have  here  all  incorrectly  trans- 
lated. S.  alone  has  preserved  what  the  epistolatory  style 
demands,  viz.  "greeting",  instead  of  MT's  "perfect".  Pro- 
tessor   Bewer  holds  that  the  present  MT  is  a  corruption  of 
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what  must  have  stood  here,  viz:  th^.  "Mir  scheint  in  dcr 
Tat,  in  T'Oi  ein  alter  Fehler  flir  dVk'  vorzuliegen,  die  erste 
Silbe  Oi  enthalt  noch  einen  Rest  davon,  die  zweite  T*  scheint 
mir  verdorbene  Dittographie  des  folgenden  31  zu  sein.  Der 
urspriingliche  Text  lautete  also:  D^K^  «"'0t!^  Tlh^.  So  las  auch 
Pesch."» 

niV31].    S.  omits.    Cf.  note  on  48. 

13.  DV13  D'^ty  ""iO]  i-coasoj  ^jocBQ  i^jxa  M.  S.  renders  freely 
and  pleonastically  to  express  the  formal  style. 

D'?tJ'n^b].    S.  omits. 

14.  «d!?0  D^p-p  •«*7  b^p'h^]  JLajoioj  kooro.  1^-aa  Jil.  This  is 
a  repetition  of  vs.  13  where   it  represents  the  Aramaic  "ip 

n^b^  ".ntDV'  nynti'l]  .o--^  <»  t;,*©.  MT  "and  his  seven 
councillors,  thou  art  sent".  S.  "and  I  have  sent  some  of  my 
courtiers".  S.  does  not  only  put  the  words  in  the  first  person 
in  the  mouth  of  the  king,  as  also  in  vs.  15,  but  omits  nv^t? 
and  misinterprets  the  meaning  of  the  original.  S.,  of  course, 
gives  sense  but  is  in  reality  nothing  but  a  free  and  incor- 
rect translation. 

"^^2  ""T  ^n'?«  nna]  yf*j.a}  yo,s^j  i^v*u  '^^  «i^u*ii.  «{«.  MT 

"according  to  the  law  (mD  must  be  read)  of  thy  God  which 
is  in  thy  hand  (z.  e.  with  thee)".  S.  "and  also  to  inquire 
about  the  law  of  thy  God  which  is  in  thy  hands".  If  S's 
text  is  correctly  handed  down,  the  translator  repeated  for 
the  sake  of  clearness  '^.r*.  «l.|.jtM.v,  misunderstanding  the  mean- 
ing of  the  original.  But  it  is  perhaps  not  quite  impossible 
that  this  repetition  is  due  to  a  copyist  and  that  the  original 
translator  wrote   y*!   instead  of  aIo.    If  he  did,    his  original 

»  Bewer:  "Der  Text  des  Buches  Ezra",  S.  69. 
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read   m3   which  was  the  original  reading  rather  than  mn 
of  MT. 
\mc3V>1].    S.  omits. 

1 5.  munn]  K^-r*  i^i-c^^;  loa^  ^  Jil,.  MT  "have  freely  given". 
S.  "which  I  have  voluntarily  offered".  This  is  a  free  trans- 
lation put  into  the  first  person  singular. 

ba^^if^  nb^b]  JL*#Ao;  IKxa!^.  For  the  interchange  in  the  Divine 
name  cf.  15,  38,  9,  622,  10  i,  6,  9.  The  addition  of  li^a\-  is 
of  no  consequence  for  textual  purposes. 

16.  'jDD  ^D1]  Uaola  Va.     S.  omits  the  copula. 
712]  '^.rxa  'Vaa.   "Vaa  is  due  to  dittography. 

«DV  nn-Iinn  nv]  ^ii-  yjo^..  MT  "with  the  free  will  offerings 
of  the  people".  S.  "let  go  with  thee".  Cf.  vs.  13.  This  is  a 
very  poor  rendering. 

«''in31].  S.  freely  adds  J^o^o  and  understands  ]^3nin0  to 
refer  to  the  laymen,  translating  it  yio^-  '^iJlia^  ^j;  t^l*  "and 
those  who  wish  to  go  with  thee",  and  adds  ^J^^ii»  "let  them 
go",  as  a  result  of  this  faulty  interpretation.  S.  renders  very 
freely  and  quite  incorrectly  from  an  entirely  different  point 
of  view. 

17.  n"'^].    S.  omits. 

18.  nirni  i<BD3]  )ia«  Jamn^.  This  is  due  to  the  influence 
of  vs.  17. 

DDn^K]  y.o(S^.    S.  translates  with  Ezra  in  mind. 

19.  D^tyil''  n^N]  >il*?oJLa;  («Ni^.  MT  here  is  quite  unparalleled 
in  Ezra.  S.  presents  here  the  original  D'?K>n''3  H  Nn^K,  so 
also  Esd.,  G.  and  Vulg. 

20.  •TinbK  n^n  nintyn  M^&'q  ivuvuLx  ^  ^c^l^Km,  m*.,  jl»;*o 

^6»&.  Kjua;.    S.  translates  very  freely. 

iniD"?  "^b  "rs^  ^n].   S.  omits. 

]nin]  ^llo  »a*ol.  "Thou  shalt  take  and  give."  The  parallel 
translation  of  the  entire  verse  shows  the  freedom  of  S. 

4* 
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MT  S. 

And   whatsoever   other  re-  And  the  rest  of  the  vessels 

quirement    of    the    house    of  which   are   required  by  thee 

thy  God  it  shall  fall  to  thee  for  the  service  of  the  house 

to    give,    thou    shalt   give    it  of  thy  God,  thou  shalt  take, 

from   the  king's  treasury.  and     give     from    the    king's 

treasury. 

21.  Sm    IDD]    jLrsftiAJ    'rAxo    I'fAxo.      Cf.  VS.    II    MT. 

I^Vn'']  v'»»-=*^'-    S.  renders  freely. 

22.  niSto  ITia  IVH]  IJLft  i^i  J  uawN  hm^.  As  in  the  fore- 
going in  MT  and  in  S.  the  order  should  be  llB'tt  lyi  yn^. 
The  order  of  MT  has  been  confused  by  a  scribe. 

23.  ""T^D]  -I-  oti^  oacx*  c»6^.Ki  JUbKa^.  "(Everything)  shall  be 
put  on  a  slip  of  writing",  z.  e.,  it  shall  be  carefully  noted 
down  for  reference,  "and  give  to  him",  /.  e.,  to  Ezra  "(ac- 
cording to  the  precept  of  the  God  of  heaven.") 

«Tnn«  nnyn'']  ^a^»  o^j.  MT  "let  it  to  be  done  exactly". 
S.,  "he  shall  take  it  and  use  it".    S.  paraphrases. 

24.  W^iTli  «''Vin  «''"lttt]  IKivJia  »4.vj»o.  MT  "singers  porters, 
nethinim".  S.  connects  quite  wrongly  H'^yiD  with  nynn  and 
got  the  meaning  "trumpeters"  for  "singers  and  porters". 
The  nethinim  S.  omitted. 

S.  omits  as  previously  (cf.  4  13,  20)  "^^ni  1^3  miO  and  then 
translates  as  if  its  Aramaic  original  read  lOfc^oV  C^tJ'  N? 
□«t'?V.  This  is  in  reality  merely  a  careless  guess  to  make 
a  smooth  reading  and  to  cover  the  translator's  ignorance  of 
the  preceeding  words. 

25.  «niv]  -f  lr»«.   Cf.  1 1. 

]'<lSBiy]  ^Aa««;.    S.  renders  freely. 

••m]  JL«oa»w.    S.  translates  by  a  singular.     The  Greek  ver- 
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sions    also   have  the  singular  which  Guthe  and   others   be- 
lieve is  the  original  reading.    Vs.  26  favours  the  sing.  =  r\l. 

26.  Iti'lK'^]   U».    S.  paraphrastically   renders  by  the   word 
that  makes  the  natural  antithesis  to  "death". 

27.  nXtS]    l;o,    liAio.     This    is    a    free    but    good    transla- 
tion. 

"It^«].    S.  omits. 

28.  b:ib)  T'syn].   S.  omits. 

mn"'  T>3]  i-po;  c«j-oi  lAi.  loot;  lio-l.    S.  paraphrases. 
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CHAPTER  VIII 

"'B'N"!  nbiO]  j.»*vj  loba*  A«>««-  S.  adds  freely  after  (and 
these  are)  "the  names  of"  because  a  list  of  names  follows. 

Drrri^K]  v«»^o;af.  A  scribe  has  carelessly  changed  the  pro- 
nominal ending. 

DlynTim]  oaiiutij.  S.  renders  MT's  "and  their  genealogy" 
by  "who  were  reckoned  by  genealogy."  This  is  a  free  trans- 
lation. The  following  comparison  of  MT  and  S.  shows  the 
freedom  the  translator  used: 

MT  S. 

Now  these  are   the  chiefs  Now  these  are  t/if  names 

of  their  fathers  and  their  of  the  chiefs  of  yoiir  fathers 
genealogy,  (viz.)  the  ones  who  were  reckoned  by  ge?iea- 
going  up  with  me  in  the  logy  and  went  up  with  me, 
reign  of  Artaxerxes,  the  king,  in  the  reign  of  Artaxerxes, 
from  Babylon.  the  king,  from  Babylon. 

2.  "IDn'^H]  pol  for  the  original  <.»J^I.  A  scribe  has  written 
the  shorter  form  as  a  result  of  haplography  due  to  the 
similar  ending  of  the  preceding  word. 

4.  2i<1)2  nns]  olaao  ,^ojt.  S's  usual  way  of  writing  this. 
Cf  note  on  2  6. 

]1  '^y^yTVh^]  uia  wulla^o  JLiiv.  S.  wrongly  divides  this  name 
into  two  names  ''iiyi  7Vh^  which  necessitates  the  changing 
of  ^  into  »*ia. 
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5.  '?«nn'<-]:i]  ^^lu^j  ;^  o^^.  S.  has  just  as  Esd  ab  and  GA 
Zadoric;  =  8^ni  which  has  dropped  from  MT,  for  o^s*^  was 
certainly  olj.  Esd.AB  and  GA  insert  X^nt  after  ''iao,  S.  after 
H^iDU*.    V.(uaj  is  a  scribal  corruption  of  ^A-u*-. 

6.  ""illlDI]  •*ia  ^  without  the  copula. 

y^'^V]  x.)*^s*-  Cf.  note  on  74  for  a  similar  scribal  error. 
The  original  v;*««:»  or  rather  \Of~55,  has  easily  been  changed 
because  of  the  similarity  of  1  and  ».  The  V  here  has  the  hard 
sound  =  ssa  as  in  Gomorrah  =  niDV.  S.  follows  a  different 
vocalization  than  that  of  the  Massorites. 

*T3j;]  Of.=ki..  o  was  perhaps  originally  the  copula  with  the 
next  word;  in  any  case  it  is  wrong. 

7.  iT'pny]  Ui^».  S.  presents  again  a  scribe's  confusion  of  i. 
with  1,  and  of  V  with  j  for  the  original  i-A.^.:*-. 

8.  nnai]  i^^i.  S.  presents  here  a  scribal  confusion  of  i  and 
5  and  A  and  «. 

9.  'rXTl"']  ^*Uj,  S.  presents  the  easy  confusion  of  j  for  *. 
The  original  of  course  was  %^l^.    Cf.  vs.  5. 

10.  .TBD1^-]n  n^lOl'?B>J  JLxsomj  ^  InvtNm  .lov.\m.  The  MT 
has  evidently  lost  a  word.  S.  noticed  this  and  supplied  it 
by  writing  loMNm  twice,  in  this  way  trying  to  make  sense. 
We  know  from  GA  and  Esdras  that  the  missing  word  was 
^aavi  =  ""ill  which  MT  lost  by  haplography.  Usoxaj  is 
due  to  confusion  of  1  and  -  and  different  vocalization.  MT 
should  read  ^\^^^b^  "'in  ^i201  etc. 

HKD]  ^IJ^  so  also  Esd.syr. 

11.  *'22]  «Aa.  S.  so  in  each  case  (twice),  Esd.L  GL  have 
poKxei  ==  S. 

12.  1}\V]  rsss^i^  for  original  ^-^Ji:»>;  confusion  of  ;  and  ?. 
ppn]  I50-SI  is  a  copyist's  error  for  h<i::^f.    A  scribe  has  con- 
fused ~a  and  ^. 
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mtJ'V]  ^rxttx.  This  reading  is  also  found  in  38  Heb.  Mss. 
and  in  Esd.  L 

13.  Dp^ilN]  yiojBjwil  for  original  >«aA*j}l.  Confusion  of?  and  i 
and  of  ju  and  -u. 

^Kiy^]  "^jjiu  for  original  ^J^*.     Confusion  of  *  and  >. 

14.  nun]  ioajo.  S.  follows  the  K're  of  the  Hebrew  text, 
■^1311  Vulg.,  Esd.  LB  also  read  as  S.     This  is  the  original. 

loyi]  yoepa^o  so  also  several  Heb.  Mss. 
CV^tJ']    ^J^.     This    is    a    mistake    due   to    the   preceding 
verse. 

15.  nini]  ^«o).     This  is  a  free  translation. 
NiriK]  loQ(.    So  also  vss.  21,  31. 

"ltV"'^^{^]  iCi:S!».,  originally  this  was  ic^,  so  Thorndyke. 

16.  ]ni^S<]  ^h^l  for  original  v^>-«^- 
^"''l"''?]  oA-.  for  original  >a-^>^. 
3^TV]  c&rJ«^  for  original  <s^i^^. 

D'^yso]  U>v  \oei\j  ^01.  S.,  as  the  text  stands,  paraphrases 
by  "these  were  all  of  them  chiefs"  but  the  Ijuv  is  a  mistake 
due  to  the  preceding  Jjuv.  Originally  the  text  read  ijufs 
or  jAovts  which  is  the  exact  equivalent  of  D''i''3D. 

nb^^b]  >iQ^M^.  This  is  the  usual  Syriac  vocalization  in 
Ezra. 

17.  n«S1«1]  liA9  =  Is're  of  MT  =  nj.^HV  This  is  preferable 
to  the  K'thib. 

HK]  -;l.  The  mater  lectionis  was  lacking  in  the  translator's  MS. 

tS^Win]  v«<H^!  ijui.    S.  translates  freely. 

ns]  -}c»  mistake  for  -W  as  before. 

VnN]  s^l,  a  correction  of  the  translator. 

D^i^nin]  000,  ^;*,.  S.  renders  MT's  "Nethinim"  by  "those 
who  dwelt",  misunderstanding  it  and  connecting  it  with  the 
late  Heb.  meaning  of  )n2. 

18.  nnitDn]  Ih^U.    Cf.  note  on  79. 

n"'31t!'l]  JUr**.     A  copyist  has  omitted  the  >:i  in  U^r*. 
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'\\if)f  niDK^]  f«^>l..  S.  has  12  for  MT's  18.  This  is  a 
copyist's  error.  S.  usually  agrees  with  MT  in  numbers  much 
closer  than  does  Esd.  but  cf.  note  on  vs.  26  below. 

20.  D'^iTli  (twice).  S.  translates  by  lr=»^  and  by  ,:*i-«»Mj. 
S.  felt  the  original  force  of  the  word.  We  are  used  to  re- 
gard Nethinim  almost  like  a  name;  but  it  was  merely  the 
designation  of  the  old  temple  slaves. 

D''"ltym]    S.  omits  through  oversight. 
mi3ti'3]  vpoM6;iaAa.    S.  renders  freely. 

21.  DIS  DB']  v«"'  lr*^«-  The  translator  misunderstood  DliJ 
"fast",  and  connected  it  with  ms  "command".  D  he  took 
as  the  suffix,  and  Dti^  he  omitted. 

mty]  ijil  was  probably  1^*1  originally. 
liBlD'?]   Aa^.     The  Syriac  reading  is  here  probably  cor- 
rupt.    The  original  read  ^'i^^  or  ^5  •*^' 

22.  hV]  ^-    S.  renders  freely  MT's  "upon"  by  "with".= 
n^lKD]    ^.^^yv^^     S.   translates    a    collective    by   a   plural. 

Cf.  vs.  31- 

)y7lh»]  loC^.  S.  omits  the  suffix  here  but  in  vs.  23  =  MT. 
This  may  perhaps  be  a  scribal  corruption  from  v**>^  as 
vs.  23. 

24.  nly]  .**Aiu«  is  regarded  by  the  translator  as  an  equi- 
valent, —  a  free  rendering.    Cf  9  2. 

n^ntJ^n]  J.-^«--v»  S.  with  Esd.  AB  preserves  an  original  read- 
ing.   Cf.  Bewer  ad  loc. 

25.  n'?ipt2^«1]  b^oi..  S.  freely  renders  MT's  "weighed"  by 
"counted". 

nonn]  IKjju,;.    S.  renders  freely. 
VSV"!]  -o,ovUo,  a  free  translation. 
n''«^Oin]   +   «1  freely. 

26.  n*T'"'?V]  S.  renders  freely  by  vo«m1x. 

n^tyom  m«»-U^B^]  if*^o  lU.     This  is  an  unusual  case  be- 


58     A  CRITICAL  EXAMINATION  OF  THE  PESHITTA 

cause  S.  agrees  with  MT  regarding  numerals  much  better 
than  the  other  versions. 

■IDD  n«0  ant  Dn^D"?  n»Q  ']Dr'''?31]  S.  (as  Esd.  A)  omits. 

27.  D^i3"n«V]  )iai»>vjo,     S.  translates  b  by  •. 

ne^]  U^.    S.  freely  renders  "bowls"  by  "platters." 

2T\^t]  i^^juiojB.  S.  translates  freely  "corinthian"  which  is 
a  synonym  for  precious.    Cf.  I.  Kings  7  45,    I.  Ch.  29  7. 

W^iW]  S.  omits. 

rnion]  t-r-ta*?.    S.  renders  quite  freely. 

29.  ibpB^n]    eua>alAl.     Cf.   VSS.    25,    26,    33. 

n^D^bn]  iXjuoo.    S.  renders  freely. 

30.  S.  adds  \oe»Ax. 

^pB^O]  i.\i>b^»r»  yQ:a\Ai;.    S.  renders  freely. 

31.  y^)i^]  t^^^A:^.  S,  translates  a  collective  by  a  plural,  as 
in  vs.  22. 

35-  "^^'bV]  "^  >^»'  r^iutlo.    S.  translates  freely. 

"1211"']  io,)aaj.    This  is  a  scribe's  error  for  ^aja-. 

rfiyii]  i.Ai^}0-»  for  original  j-rxoi.     A  scribe  has  miscopied. 

^)12]  -a^^.    The  translator  mistook  ^lin  for  n:3. 

34.  ^pti'OSj  JJ^Kioao.  The  copula  must  be  inserted  in  MT, 
as  Esd.,  G.,  Vulg.,  as  well  as  S.  show. 

35.  ""i^]  uia  ^,    S.  renders  freely. 

nstsn  "«rs:{]  lo^^  ^a^oji^  jl^^j^j.   Cf.  617. 

rh)}  b^n]  lt«lSL  ^o,^  ^0,.  S.  translates  freely  but  well;  the 
original  Heb.  did  of  course  not  read  niVy. 

36.  Tn]  J^tts^^..;  =  6idTay}j.a,  GAB  to  v6)ii(3p.a.  S.  knows 
of  only  one  decree. 

1«tyi]  oo«.  ^ytxjoo.  S.  translates  MT's  "helped"  by  "were 
honoring".  The  translator  misunderstood  the  meaning  (cf.  i  4) 
employed  here  by  MT  thinking  it  signified  "lift  up"  =  honor. 
Esd.  and  G  made  the  same  error. 
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CHAPTER  IX 

1.  rh»]  +  ^^i^. 

D'ltJTI]  ijUftjD.   S.  translates  here  according  to  the  sense. 

bx-lty^  DVn]  '^Ifm.lj  iiftx.  S.  translates  as  if  MT  read  Dj; 
^Klty^  but  S.  had  no  different  original  text. 

niSISn]  Ikaupo.  This  is  the  usual  translation  in  Ezra. 
Cf.  33,  92,  7. 

Dn^nayriD]  v««>*i*i-i«^  =  nn-'naynn  so  also  G,  and  this  was 

most  probably  the  original  reading. 

''ISOn    ^2N0n    ^2Dj;n    ^Di:i\-t    msn].    S.   has   different   order, 

2.  n''iJDm  nnti^n]  Ui^^^^i  Uaju*,.  The  translator  here  dis- 
agrees with  MT  which  holds  the  political  officials  guilty. 
The  translator  of  S.  holds  the  religious  leaders  guilty.  This 
is  of  course  only  an  interpretation  by  S.,  who  had  the  same 
text  as  MT.  G  omits  D"'iJlDm  which  leads  Guthe,  Bertholet 
and  others  to  hold  it  to  be  a  doublet  of  D"'1b.  Bewer,  on 
the  other  hand,  upholds  the  ]\IT.  Cf.  "Der  Text  des  Bitches 
Ezra''  ad  loc. 

3.  iliS]  -i^iu.  S.  with  Esd.  and  G.  reads  the  plural  """lia 
which  is  to  be  preferred  to  MT. 

4.  nann  nnn  ^d]  i^am  ^^l^.  vo«^  '«=•  "M^;  A-^  "^^  S.  "all 

who  were  concerned  about  the  word"  (sing.)  The  singular 
IW»  '^.i*.  =  1312  was  probably  the  original  reading.  It  is 
vouched  for  also  by  Esdras  and  Vulg. 
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n^lin]  IK^:^*  via  oAi-N.    S.  renders  freely  but  well. 

3"lVn  nnio"?]  ^*s»s:aK:^.  S.  renders  paraphrastically,  sub- 
stituting the  time  "ninth  hour"  for  the  'evening  offering" 
which  was  at  this  time  (3  p.  m.)    Cf.  Acts  3  i. 

5.  3"ivn  nni)32]  ^oi*  >iJili  \>r::^.    Cf.  note  on  vs.  4. 
••yipD]  jBioxB  ^.    S.  renders  freely. 

*'li2]  -^-ia  plur.  as  in  vs.  3,  also  here  correct. 

"•BD  HE'lSi^l].    S.  adds  freely  lloi-ja  the  correct  explanation. 

^N]  ^jj».    S.  shows  a  fine  sense  of  reverence. 

\l'?«]  U^i..    S.  omits  the  suffix. 

6.  ^no^D:i  'n\i^2]  ^l*^.    S.  reads  plural;  MT  sing. 
Tib^]  v«^-    S.  reads  plural  and  changes  order  of  words. 
"•iB]  t^a'  plur.  suffix. 

ubiy  liriDtyNI]  i^vo;  ^01^0  plur.    S.  freely  adds  qn\m. 

7.  linas].    S.  adds  freely  but  well  ,^-.^^^1. 
nbiy  nosyfc^n].    S.  plur.  as  in  vs.  6. 

1in3  irnilV^I]  ^»^'  i>oX^  ....  J^..>>\  ^^s^'?  M-»-  S.  para- 
phrases. 

nD21  ''StI'i].    S.  has  the  reverse  order. 

1ini«»].    S.  adds  freely  ^6»^lo. 

msifc^n  ^D^a  n^3].  S.  adds  freely  ^>-.->;\v>?  UJLao.  S.  changes 
the  order  and  paraphrases  freely  in  this  verse. 

8.  Vi"l  tD^DD]  ia:!k.j  V^^  j.x.    This  is  free  and  good, 
mn"'].   S.  omits,  as  does  GB. 

in'']  iko«i.    S.  translates  freely, 
linn'?^].    S.  omits  suffix. 

9.  "li^^j;  15^1].    S.  adds  v«-^'. 

n^no]  iiia*^  ^xajios.  S.  translates  freely  by  "our  daily  sup- 
port". 

D»1"l^]  >»po^o  freely. 
1i'?-nn'?]  ^  >^l)ao  freely. 

10.  "lOKi].    S.  adds  freely  y*»r». 

nit]  ^«i^  ^ei.    S.  renders  freely,  cf.  91. 
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11.  Pi^fS].    S.  adds  suffix  freely  ^lrJ^. 

|*1N].    S.  omits  as  unnecessary  in  the  translation. 
1tt«^]  ^  Ipolo.    S.  renders  freely. 

niSlfc^n  ''»V]  l\j;*jjcijo  JboioaLj,  probably  the  copula  is  due  to 
a  copyist. 

DriKttBS]  oiojlao  .JLfcixD  ^•ei.>-^:^o.    S.  paraphrases. 

12.  DniyTim]  vol>|i«  voiUlo.  S.  translates  pleonastically  and 
not  very  differently  from  MT  =  "and  leave  it  for  an  in- 
heritance". 

13.  b^]   ^>ot^J   ^A,ai.     Cf.  vs.    I,    10. 

ilhliin  13notyN2]  Kio?  ^€*^jLl=.o  plur.  as  in  vs.  7. 

ii"'iiVo  niD»^  nDli>n]  ^^.^  ^■^n^\  ^a^.  K:>j^i\.  MT  "thou 

hast   punished    us    less   than    our  sins   (warrant)".    S.   "thou 
hast  planned  for  us  to  forgive  our  sins".     This  comes  from 
the  reading  n^B^n  for  riDtJ^n  which  9  Heb.  Mss.  have, 
nma]  J^\n->.     S.  renders  freely. 

14.  lUTib  niB'in]  v^^^«  tr*ao(l.l  ^iM.  S.  loses  the  rhetorical 
question  of  MT  rendering,  "Is  it  possible  that  again  we 
shall  trespass"  by  "We  have  turned  away  and  trespassed". 
G  makes  a  similar  error. 

prinn^l]  ^a;  ^;Jo.  Again  S.  overlooks  the  question  MT 
"or  marry  people  of  these  abominations"  and  renders  freely 
"and  we  went  and  clung  to  these  unclean  folks";  and  freely 
adds  vo«*''r=^^  r'  vr^^**  S.  disregards  the  question  again  and 
presents  here  a  lengthy  paraphrase:  "But  thou  art  merciful. 
Thou  wilt  not  be  angry  with  us.  Forgive  our  transgressions 
from  before  thee.  Because  thou  art  merciful,  leave  us  rem- 
nants in  the  world,  because  there  is  none  like  thee  »  and  may 
we  not  perish." 

15.  UnOtyt^a  y^Sib  liin]  ^e*^  Vw  ^ao^  ^ia»e  ^uM.jui  ^iM. 
S.  paraphrases:  "We  stand  and  confess  before  thee  our  sins." 

TIOV^]  JUe  yA»jjB  faijb«\..    S.  paraphrases. 
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CHAPTER  X 

1.  7SiniST  riDS]  i-aao  loot  jjoi.     S.  changes  the  word  order. 

D\n'?«n]  Ur»y    Cf.  15,  38,  9,  622,  715. 

Dyn  133]  J_^  oocN  ,-jLaa.    S.  renders  instead  of  "the  people 
wept";  "the  children  were  weeping". 
HM  n^^n]  c^,  Ui  JL*^.    Cf.  I  I. 

2.  ^NTl"']  "^Uu  is  a  scribal  confusion  of  j  for  *.  The  ori- 
ginal was  V.JjLw. 

n'?1V]  >»^^  =  MT  K're  n"?^??. 
X-irV"?]  +  I;axo.    Cf.  note  on   i  i. 
1i^n'?«n]   vJH^    J^paa.     Cf.   vs.    I. 

3.  liSn^H^  nnrn-IDi]  v«^  y-r*  '^^*^  *»)».  S.  translates  freely 
MT's  "let  us  make  a  covenant  with  our  God"  by  "let  us  say 
oaths  before  our  God". 

D''B'i]  ll>--^ai  Uu.  MT  is  obviously  incorrect  as  only  the 
foreign  wives  were  meant.  GAEL  support  the  reading  of  S., 
accordingly  we  should  emend  MT  to  read  W^p^  r\)^''\'D^r\.  It 
is  possible  that  the  translator  has  used  his  prerogative  of 
making  clear  what  was  meant  and  that  the  original  text  read 
CU'in  or  ly^i.  Professor  Bevver  (ad  loc)  adopts  the  latter 
on  the  ground  that  "Die  Einfugung  lasst  sich  leicht,  die  Aus- 
lassung  schwer  erklaren". 

mj;3]  J->\^  y.lo  =  m^D.  So  also  GAB  and  many  oriental 
Heb.  mss.     This  is  the  correct  reading;  the  interchange  of 


VERSION  OF  THE  BOOK  OF  EZRA  63 

II  and  3  was  easily  made  in  the  Heb.  MT  must  be  accord- 
ingly mended. 

nb)i:]  r=^.  MT  "let  it  he  done".  S.  "do".  S.  connects 
the  following  Dip  cf.  vs.  4  with  this  imperative  ^{o  "and  con- 
firm".   MT  is  better. 

4.  12in  "I^7j;]  jiat  Jnmft  Aj^toja  «ai  yAx.  S.  paraphrases  "(for) 
on  thy  account  this  decision  has  been  decided". 

UniSI]  ,XMj  V^.  J  '^^jo  is  repeated  because  of  the  foregoing 
paraphrase. 

Klty]  +  I;a«b.    Cf.  note  on  r  i,  102. 

5.  ''lii']  ujuAA.  This  is  S's  usual  paraphrase  of  this  word. 
Cf.  824,  9  I. 

D*'l'?n  D'-inDH]  j^o^o  li»^.  S.  reads  the  copula  with  QABL 
and  Esd.     This  is   obviously  the  original  reading  =  D'^inDH 

"i:nD]  ^jjBOA  y-l.  S.  brings  out  the  specific  sense  of  "13*13 
here. 

6.  «nrV]  -t-  (rft».    As  in  vss.  2  and  5. 
D\n^«n]  JLpoj.    As  in  vs.  I. 

nsa^^j  Ivjjn^l.    S.  reads  pi. 

3''t!'''VK]  >&.A«2\.  S.  is  the  result  of  scribal  carelessness  which 
changed  ci-mui^.  into  ^4Jui^^  by  miscopying  the  a.  Esd.  A.B 
and  GAB  vouch  for  the  originality  of  MT. 

']^''1]  c»i-«  =  ]5?J1.  A  scribe  has  carelessly  written  "]  for  ] 
in  MT.    S.  preserved  the  original  reading.    Cf.  Esd. 

riTlin]  Uaik^,.    S.  paraphrases. 

7.  b)p  ITiy]  JLiot-s  Orjso.  S.  freely  and  correctly  para- 
phrases MT's  "they  made  proclamations"  by  "and  the  priests 
proclaimed", 

D^U'TT'I]  )a^;oJ.:so.  S.  here  has  preserved  the  original  which 
is  vouched  for  by  many  Heb.  Mss.  also  by  G.  The  con- 
text also  demands  it  in  agreement  with  the  previous  "in 
Judea". 
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b^b]  '^ao.  Again  S.  construes  as  in  the  foregoing  and 
reads  "and  among  all  the  captives."  In  MT  the  proclama- 
tion is  to  the  exiles  alone;  S.  has  it  to  all  the  province  of 
Judea,  to  the  capital  and  to  the  exiles. 

d'jB'IT]  +  li^r».     Cf.  note  on   i  i. 

8.  nSVD]  +  o»ik,  loou.    S.  renders  freely. 

D^iptni  D"'1lyn|  Vaio;;»  JiuAJB;.    S.  has  a  different  order. 
nb^n  bnpK)]  ^l<^a*(,  J.i»i.  yp.    S.  interprets.    Cf.  vs.  6. 

9.  K>nn  Hin]  j^f^a.    S.  renders  freely. 

D''1tyV^]  M,fnv>.     This  is  due  to  a  scribe's  carelessness. 

laty]  a*jj.    S.  renders  freely. 

JV2  3im3].     S.  omits  through  oversight. 

D\n"?«n]  Ur».  Cf.  vs.  I. 

D^otranoi  nmn-^j;  nn-^vno]  iK\i»  \.x  ^i^Ua  ^i-i*.  "Quaking 

and  shivering  because  of  the  matter."  S.  either  translated 
pleonastically  DH^yiO  (cf.  vs.  12)  and  omits  D'^lDB'inoi  (cf.  vs.  12) 
or  took  the  latter  wrongly  for  n''t!'V^01- 

10.  nrhv^]  +  ic^io.  Cf.  vs.  2. 

noiys]  ;  lei^.    S.  reads  plur.  as  usual. 

12.  b7]p]  Jba:^..     S.  interprets  as  in  vss.  6  and  8. 
nOK"*!]  +  liii^.    Cf.  note  on   i  i. 

mtyv"?  li'^bj;  '^''-imD  p].  If  S.  is  not  simply  a  free  para- 
phrase, its  present  text  may  contain  a  doublet  of  which  the 
original  ^^i!i^  yAji^j^k^  ^'r»A  "thy  words  to  us"  was  /a^er  cor- 
rected by  Il;->tjk2k  I ->s\iiV  ^^>\v  hA\  iJoL  yiiyiN-*  Vaja.wo  'and  ac- 
ceptable is  everything  which  thou  tellest  us  to  do  in  truth". 
Perhaps  the  second  translation  (correction)  was  written  on 
the  margin  and  a  later  scribe  incorporated  it  into  the  text. 
We  may  still  further  ask,  was  Ik^r*^  still  another  translation 
of  p? 

13.  b^^]  ^;  ijko).    S.  translates  freely. 
riD  ]"*«]  +  ^.    S.  translates  freely. 

14.  bT]pr\'b2b]  Jj»i.  ailjte.    S.  did  not  represent  the  meaning 
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of  the  original  correctly  according  to  which  the  leaders 
were  to  represent  the  whole  congregation  in  this  matter. 
On  istti*.  cf.  vs.  12. 

D>iOl»  n^r\))b]  ll*^jj  )>^\..  S.  here  misinterprets  "the  ap- 
pointed times"  by  "the  time  of  prayer". 

*]«  ]nn]  otboa>-.  S.  uses  one  term  for  the  two  Hebrew 
words. 

iWT\  "lan^  TV]  Not  IKsoJiso  ^^k^.  MT  is  evidently  wrong  and 
must  be  corrected  here  to  niH  inn  b)}.  Two  Heb.  Mss. 
GAB  Vulg.  read  ^V-  It  is  true  that  S.  paraphrases  in  IfcooiLso 
but  has  the  exact  sense,  and  may  therefore  be  regarded  as 
a  witness  of  the  true  text. 

15.  VxnlyV]  VlojLM^.  This  is  a  copyist's  carelessness  for 
the  original  V.JLxa:*..  Cf.  v.  6  for  a  similar  mistake  in  the 
Syriac. 

iT'tn^]  i-.ijua.     This  is  a  scribal  error  for  l^ux*. 
yi\A»o].     A  copyist  has  misplaced  this  name. 

n«r'?y]  i,o(  i^ijo  '^x  =  nm  nmn  by.   Cf  note  on  1 1. 

Tl^ty]  wb^io.  This  is  a  confusion  of  ^  (written  here  ^)  and  y> 
(cf  first  word  in  this  verse  where  a  similar  error  occurs  and 
also  vs.  6)  with  the  omission  of  >=». 

DIJ^]  \oai;o^.  S.  points  the  Heb.  differently  and  renders 
here  "(was)  their  helper",  the  subject  is  Shabbethai,  the 
Levite.  In  MT  Meshullam,  who  is  misplaced  in  S.,  was  also 
the  subject,  "they  helped  them". 

16.  1^n2''1]  *<:9o.  S.  with  GL  Kttl  SiEoreiXev  gives  evidence 
of  an  original  ^'^.'2*]  which  MT  also  demands  in  that  Ezra 
alone  is  subject.     MT  must  here  be  corrected. 

D"'{!^i«]  +  ^ixaii..    S.  freely  adds  ^f«aJ»-. 

nittB^i]  +  o-hbI.'.  S.  has  a  free  addition  to  bring  out  the 
meaning. 

tJ^rin^]  o^  oc^^koo^-  =  ti^ini'?,  This  is  the  correct  reading. 
MT  must  accordingly  be  corrected. 
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17.  D^ti'iX  "733]  l;.^^^  vo«,>^  =  D^li':«n  "pan.  This  is  the  cor- 
rect reading.    MT  must  be  accordingly  corrected. 

18.  3''T1]  ojja.o.  The  translator  read  the  fuller  from  an^V  = 
o^pa^  which  a  scribe  corrupted  into  o,j«-.. 

19.  DT  lin'^l]  ^^et  «i  oxoAa^lJo.  S.  renders  freely  "and  they 
also  consented". 

D''0l5^«"l]  ^r^.    S.  omits  n'')3tJ>N1  and  supplies  "they  offered" 
in  order  to  make  sense.    Cf.  RV.  which  reads  both. 
]«S-^''»]  U^j  fv.^,.    S.  has  the  plural. 

20.  1tt«]  r^l.    Cf.  2  59. 

JT'iat]  Ur^K  S.  reads  with  9  Hebrew  Mss.  that  which  may 
have  been  the  original.  The  confusion  is  as  easily  explained 
in  Hebrew  as  in  Syriac. 

21.  ^KTJ'']  V.iu-w.  This  is  a  scribal  corruption  of  the  ori- 
ginal  V»Uju-,. 

22.  ''i''V"l'''?«]  ^^1.  In  vs.  27,  S.  has  uihA\  which  shows 
that  the  original  was  ux:i.a.^  in  vs.  27  and  ^^i-o^  here. 

^HV^^"*]  '^^baAo.     This  is  an  error  for  ^Jb^aojuo. 

^Sini]  '^Jujaiu.  S.  gives  here  the  other  common  form  of 
this  name. 

^3l"l'']  fajo*.  This  is  due  to  an  exchange  of  j  and  i  for 
the  original  pjo*. 

23.  131V]  r^joa.  This  is  due  to  a  scribe's  carelessly  writ- 
ing J  for  ..  and  ?  for  ?. 

«t3^bp  «in  n^bp)]  i^Axo  .li^.  S.  interprets  the  names  as 
belonging  to  two  distinct  individuals;  but  this  is  due  to  the 
carelessness  of  a  scribe  who  wrote  o  for  oo».  ICsjb  shows  the 
confusion  of  j  for  >. 

24.  Dmii'cn]  ^LibajuD  =  D^mts^nn.   Cf.  241. 

3''t!'"''7N]  >c»wiu:^.  This  is  the  result  of  careless  copying.  The 
toriginal  was  ck..^^^.  A  scribe  changed  -  and  .^  to  >4-.  Cf. 
he  same  error  in  vs.  6. 
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D7t!^j  ajoA*.  This  is  due  to  the  absence  of  mate}-  Ifctionis 
in  MT;  the  final  o  is  a  dittography  of  the  following  copula. 

"''^"l^<]  -;ol.  This  is  due  to  an  interchange  of  i  and  ?  for 
the  original  -^ot. 

25.  n^r]  i-au.     The  1  is  dittography  for  *. 

]0^D]  ^^ooAia.  A  careless  scribe  has  written  a  more  com- 
mon name  which  resembled  closely  the  one  he  found  in  his 
text. 

"^Ty^^<]  ^cA..     This  is  for  the  original  iuk:!^  or  ;i:i-*:!5>.. 

26.  rr^ino]  jLj^j.  The  aural  confusion  here  is  due  to  both 
names  being  so  common  and  thus  easy  to  confuse, 

^N^n"*]  V.JLa^.  This  is  a  corruption  of  the  original  ^j-uu^ 
or  V.Uo  by  a  confusion  of  1  and  ..  and  of  i^  and  j-. 

rT'bs]  QQM^.  This  form  is  due  to  the  following  copula 
which  S.  connects  with  the  fuller  form  of  the  name  \7^"h>^. 

27.  t^int]  j-»M.  The  seiame  points  are,  of  course,  a  scribal 
error,  due,  perhaps,  to  a  thoughtless  connection  with  "olive 
trees".  The  mistaken  pronunciation  again  may  come  from 
the  name  ^^^\^I  =  l^-j. 

"'iJ^V^K]  uxhaW.  This  is  for  the  original  .*ix«j^.  Cf.  note 
on  vs.  22  also  8  4. 

D''t!'^^«]  v-^a.W.  Mater  lectionis  was  wanting  in  Ms.  used 
by  translator. 

.T'intt]  ixjiu.   Cf.  vs.  26. 

lit]  ioaj.  This  is  due  to  an  interchange  of  ;  and  ;  and 
to  a  different  vocalization. 

St^V]  J-»Ci»..  This  is  a  copyist's  corruption  of  the  original 
\u\9i^  due  to  the  more  common  but  different  name. 

29.  ''in]  MAS.  S.  reads  as  does  one  Heb.  Ms.  Confusion 
of  J  and  a. 

D^B^D]  )<io\aL  ^.  This  may  be  due  to  a  careless  copyist 
rather  than  to  the  translator. 
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rr'iy]  Ui^^.  S.  reads  as  does  one  Heb.  Ms.  Confusion 
of  )  and  1.    Cf.  v.  28. 

aity^]  cv&«^.     This  is  a  scribe's  careless  copying. 

b^\^]  ^oi«.  S.  supplied  the  more  common  pronouncia- 
tion. 

30.  nriD]  ^^a*.    S.  ahvays  so  translates  in  Ezra. 

SiTj;]  JLi^ysa»-  The  "^  is  a  mistake  1  and  the  .^  is  a 
mistake  for  :^.  Note  how  a  good  common  name  results  from 
these  mistakes. 

ntJ'iOl  ^lini]  J.Ai»  .»ia  -o,iiA3o  ==  nti'ia  "lin  rjm.  The  trans- 
lator missed  the  word  and  by  the  interchange  of  ■*  and  T  has 
changed  the  name  "Binnui"  into  "his  sons". 

31.  Din  ''iai]  >.^  iJia  «.  S.  and  GAB  also  many  Heb.  Mss. 
have  here  the  original  reading.  MT  must  be  corrected  to 
read  ^J?fiV  GAB  Esd.  ABL  all  vocalize  Din  as  S.  does.  MT  = 
Din  which  must  also  be  corrected  to  Din. 

n"*D7l5  iT'iy]  lojut  J*i\\B.  S.  has  here  a  different  order.  S. 
read  originally  /«uul  for  la^il. 

32.  iT'lDtJ']  U^iAA.  A  copyist  mistook  this  for  the  more 
common  name. 

33.  nriPlO]  l\..*ioo.    S.  vocalizes  differently. 

12^  i^i.    S.  again  confuses  i  and  ;  and  a  and  j. 
•"DT]  uJo^Q.    This  is  a  copyist's  error  for  uso^a.     A  scribe 
has  confused  >  and  a  and  ..  and  ». 

34.  ''ii]  woo.  Cf.  vs.  29  where  the  "sons  of  Bani"  are  al- 
ready listed.  S.  must  be  correct  as  one  clan  would  not  be 
listed  twice.  At  least  one  is  wrong  either  in  vs.  29  or  here. 
MT  should  therefore  probably  be  corrected  to  S.  =  "'SS. 

■"TV^]  -^^oj".     This  is  due  to  a  different  vocalization. 
b»)H]  ^.Iflu  =  "psi^  to  which  Esd.  ABL  and  GBL  also  testify. 
Cf.  Bewer  crd  loc.    MT  must  be  accordingly  corrected. 

35.  iTia]  fa.  A  copyist  read  i  for  ?  and  this  led  to  the 
omission  of  n\  hence  ja. 
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MI^D,  K're  im^D]  oetA^  =  IIT'^D  which  may  have  preserved 
the  original  reading. 

36.  n^il]  V.lo^jo.  MT  is  corrupt;  but  S.  does  not  seem  to 
have  preserved  the  correct  reading. 

n^tJ'^'?«]  oji.w.    Cf.  vs.  27. 

37.  Ity^l,  K're  ^tyy^l]  -la^.  S.  in  its  corrupted  state  seems 
to  have  followed  K're  and  to  have  read  originally  «»ms.. 
(Cf.  note  on  vs.  36),    .m  was  corrupted  to  1«. 

38.  "'liil  ""i^l]  -«aLa  uiao.  This  is  a  scribal  corruption  for 
the  original  -o^a  uiao,  i.  e.,  the  second  without  o»  ==  "and 
the  sons  of  Binnui,"  so  also  G.  MT  must  be  accordingly 
corrected. 

39.  iT'lV]  JLiii..  Cf.  vs.  29,  A  scribe  mistook  it  for  the 
common  name,  an  aural  error.  T  softly  and  badly  spoken 
sounded  like  T.  Cf.  Heb.  1TV  and  Syr.  ;^^  and  the  French 
pronunciation  of  the  English  th. 

40.  ^iliDID]  ouAse.  This  is  for  w^^aam.  But  both  MT  and  S. 
are  corrupt. 

nu^]  -f«.     The  translator  read  l^  for  t^. 

41.  ^«11V]  V.l;f2^.  This  is  a  corruption  for  the  original 
^..hix  in  its  Syriac  form. 

in^o'ptS^I].    S.  omits. 

43.  V^''^"']  ^la=kj.  This  is  a  copyist's  mistake  for  the  ori- 
ginal '^lai-». 

riTintt]  tK..KMo.    Cf.  note  in  vs.  33. 

^2l]  iaj>)o.    Cf.  vs.  27.    S.  reads  with  i  Heb.  Ms. 

yr\.   S.  omits. 

44.  ^Sb^i]   n->ini  =  K're  INb'l 

10"'ly''"l  D''B^i]  ojl.©!,  UjI.  MT  here  is  corrupt.  S.  read  the 
same  text  and  tries  to  express  the  meaning  by  "and  there 
were  among  them  men  who  had  begotten  sons". 
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